



ee ae 













* Feb. 16, 1878. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


297 








— 

Subscribers can have their Volumes bound at the Ofice— 
éloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 

All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ | 
Journal” must be authenticated by the name of the 
writer. The Editor cannot undertake to return MSS. 
forwarded to him. 


a 


he Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, FEBRUARY 16, 1878. 











CURRENT TOPICS. 


THOUGH WE HAVE NO OFFICIAL INTIMATION on the point, 
swe have reason to believe that, with regard to deeds 
fulling within the scope of Hadgett's case, the Board of 
Inland Revenue havenow decided that if the deed is 

ted for stamping within a year of the date the 
additional stamp will be added without any more formal 

ure than the marking of the deed by oan officer 
appointed for the purpose. If the deed is not presented 
within the above period, actual payment of the penalty 
{to be afterwards refunded) will not be enforced, but a 
rather more formal procedure will be required than in 
the other case. Probably the commissioners will observe 
this course only for a reasonable period. 





Somz suRPRISE has been occasioned by the announce- 
ment that Lord Justice Baggallay is to be one of the 
judges of assize for the Oxford Circuit. Section 4 of 
the Judicature Act, 1875, under which the learned 
judge was appointed an “‘ ordinary judge” of the Court 
of Appeal, does not provide in express terms (as does 
section 15 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, under 
which the “ additional ordinary judges” of the Court of 
Appeal were appointed) that the Justices of Appeal 
shall be ‘‘ under an obligation to go circuits”; and this 
aircumstance has given rise to a notion that it is only 
the “additional ordinary judges” who are liable to 
circuit duty. But, under section 37 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, any ordinary judge of the Court of Appeal 
appointed after the commencement of the Act may be 
included in commissions of assize; and it is under this 
provision that the learned judge has been included in 
the commission for the ensuing Spring Assizes. 





TaE TECHNICAL victory obtained by the defendants in 
R. v. Bradlaugh and another will surprise few lawyers. 
The paucity of authority upon the main question as 
2 whether an offence in law had been committed 
must be admitted ; but English authorities are numerous 
nd clear that all the facts and circumstances which 
constitute an offence must be stated with such certainty 
amd precision that a defendant may be enabled to 
jedge whether they constitute an indictable offence or 
not, and that there may be no doubt as to the judgment 
to be given if he should be convicted. Of the many 
eases, those most in point are Zenodio v. Axtell (6 T. R. 
162), where it was held that a declaration for a libel 
in a foreign ngnege must set out the original words, 
and 2. v. Lloyd (2 East P. O. 1122), where it was held 
that a threatening letter must be set out in full. No 
doubt in the American case of Commonwealth v. 
Holmes (17 King’s Mass., Rep. at p. 336) Parker, 
GJ., said “it oan never be required that an obscene 
book should be displayed upon the records of the 
court, for this would be to require that the public 
itself should give permanency to indecency,” and 
ia Commonwealth v. Sharples (2 Pens. Rep), the 
Supreme Qourt of Ponsylvania was of the same 
epinion. But our courts, have never admitted so fanciful 
& doctrine, It cannot be denied, however, that an 
Moonveniont state of the law has been disclosed, and 


—— | 
that an amendment in criminal pleading has been shown 
to be necessary, and we hope some provision will be 
made for the indictment of persons charged with offences 
consisting in the publication of volumes of printed 
matter by some more simple method than reducing the 
printed matter back into manuscript. We observe that 
in Commonwealth v. Tarbox (1 Cushing, at p. 73)—where 
the book attacked seems to have been of a very similar 
character to that attacked in R. v. Bradlaugh and 
another—a copy of the book “ was attached to the indict- 
ment and made a part of it.” 









THE NEWSPAPERS seem to be receiving Mr. Herschell’s 
Bill for the abolition of the action for breach of promise 
with a chorus of approval. We are afraid we shall be 
in the minority among the organs of public opinion, but 
we must confess we doubt the expediency of the change 
and the soundness of the views on which it proceeds. 
Admitting that this form of action is often abused, and 
made use of to extort money, is this an objection of 
much weight? Nobody proposes to abolish actions for 
railway accidents because fraudulent plaintiffs occasion- 
ally recover large damages to which they are not 
entitled. The consideration which the advocates 
of the abolition of this action appear to be in danger 
of overlooking is one which applies to all causes of 
action, and underlies the working of our whole 
legal system, considered as a means of securing 
justice in civil matters. In perhaps the majority of 
cases that come into court justice is not much interested 
on either side; because people do not litigate when 
rights are very clear. It is in the numberless cases 
where people keep their engagements, and respect ihe 
rights of others, that the final cause of rights of action 
is to be sought. We fear very much that the abolition 
of this cause of action will work mischief. There are, 
we believe, many men of self-indulgent and unscrupu- 
lous, but sentimental, temperament who are restrained 
from contracting matrimonial engagements lightly or 
rashly by the knowledge that such engagements are 
legally binding. It is not in the interests of the few 
females who can endure to go into court to enforce their 
rights that this cause of action exists, but to prevent 
lives from being wrecked by unscrupulous folly or 
wickedness, But it is argued that marriage is such an 
exceptional relation that it is much better there should 
be no such thing asa binding promise to marry; and 
that nothing can be more undesirable than driving men 
to marry by dread of damages and exposure when they 
have ceased to love. If there were reason to think that 
many promises of marriage were fulfilled solely by reason 
of the fear of an action, we should think there was 
much in this objection. But is thisso? In most cases, 
when the man draws back, we are disposed to think the 
causes that induce him to do so are stronger than the 
dread of an action. The causes of breach of promise are, 
generally, liking for some other lady, dislike arising to 
the lady herself, or the opposition of friends. If the first 
cause be of much force, it is generally sufficient to make 
the man brave the chances of an action. The same 

applies to the second. With regard to the third causa, 
it seems impossible to estimate how far friends’ opposi- 
tion is generally well-founded, and so to determine 
whether it is not well that it should be counterbalanced 
by the dread of an action. We have a strong objection 
to legislation that tends to establish exceptions to general 
principles except upon the very clearest grounds. Why 
should a promise of marriage be excepted from the 
general law that makes legal contracts enforeible? It 
is answered that wounded feelings are not the subject 
of peouniary compensation, This is not so; in manyactions 
of tort wounded feelings or paia or distress of mind are 
compensated, though they admit of no pecuniary ad 
measurement, It is an accident that breach of promise 
of marriage is the only breach of contract erentuating ia 
similar results. Moreover, there are many cases of breach 





16 











De AI NESE SRR SIS A Set en IO 





298 THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 





Feb. 16, 1878, 





SRT | 





of promise in which actual pecuniary damage has been 
caused. ‘To the extent of compensating this surely the 
form of action ought to be preserved. 





Our READERS would observe last week that Sir Henry 
W. Peek, M.P., inno way disheartened by his skirmish 
with the Solicitor-General, opened trenches against the 
Soxicrrors’ JournaL, and dragged into position a heavy 
gun, with which he bombarded us, in the shape of a 
letter from “ a well-known London solicitor.” This well- 
known (and industrious) gentleman told Sir Henry that 
ever since 1861 he has had his eye on the Gazette, and 
had noted up in his Zaw List as ‘‘each scamp” took 
advantage of the Bankruptcy Act. The result, he assures 
Sir Henry, is that “‘a pretty document my black list now 
is—not a single page without one or more black marks.” 
General and sweeping assertions of this kind are more 
easily made than refuted. There appear to be no general 
statistics available; we have never kept a black list of 
this particular kind; and the private marks with which 
many practitioners are in the habit of decorating their 
Law Lists have generally reference to a far wider range 
of subjects, and to infinitely less serious offences 
than insolvency. If, however, Sir Henry’s corres- 
pondent means that every page of his Law List 
relating to solicitors has the names of solicitors who have 
availed themselves of the Bankruptcy Act, then we arrive 
at the following startling result :—There are 606 pages 
devoted to the names of solicitors; and as there are “ one 
or more names” on every page, there must be consider- 
ably more than 606 Solicitors in England and Wales 
taking out certificates who have become bankrupt or filed 
a liquidation petition. Let usbeextremely moderate,and 
take 1,000 as the number. There are, we believe, some- 
where about 9,000 solicitors in England and Wales who 
take out certificates; so that, according to Sir H. W. 
Peek’s correspondent, one solicitor out of every nine 
must have taken advantage of the Bankruptcy Act! 
If we believed that this was the condition of matters 
in the profession, the Soticrrors’ Jovrnat would be not 
less anxious than Sir H. W. Peek or his “ well-known” 
correspondent for some legislative or other purge. But 
there is one little consideration which we commend to 
Sir H. W. Peek. How is it that the 1,000 solicitors have 
found it profitable to continue to practise? In the 
country, at all events, a solicitor’s antecedents are per- 
fectly well-known, and even in London it is not the 
habit of clients to turn for advice into the first solicitors’ 
office they pass. 





_ A comnzsroxpznt of the Times proposes that the dates 
at which the assizes are to be held should be fixed each 
year, or once for all, by an Order in Council. He points 
out that at present the assizes are never fixed till the last 
moment, so that no solicitor knows when to commence 
preparing for trial. There would be no difficulty in 
fixing the time for the commencement of the circuits. 
In fact, before the Judicature Act, the time of such com. 
mencement, and even the times of the assizes at each 
place, were pretty much the same in each year; but since 
the Act, in consequence of the ty of arranging 
with reference to the Easter vacation, there has been 
fluctuation in the time of the spring assizes. If, as ap- 
pears probable, the civil assize will be held in January, 
this necessity will not exist. There might, perhaps, be 


more difficulty in fixing the date of the assizes at each 


place long beforehand. The time allowed at each place 
depends to some extent on the amount of work which 
arises, but even now this must be fixed somewhat specu- 
latively some time before the assizes with regard to 
former ex ce of the average time found necessary. 
We should doubt whether there would be much practical 
difficulty in fixing these dates at the beginning of the 
year, at least with regard to the assizes at which civil 
business is teken, which is all that is wanted. If we 
may judge from personal experience, there is seldom 





much difference between one year and another in the 
length of time allowed at each place. We think it cep. 
tainly would be well, as is suggested by the Times’ cor. 
respondent, to insist on all causes intended to be tried 
being entered on some day a short time before the assizes, 


instead of allowing it to be left quite uncertain up to the 


last minute what number of causes will be entered. Jp 
would still be impossible to tell for certain the amount of 
work there might ultimately be, because parties would be 
withdrawing causes before the assizes as they effected 

compromises, but there would be some advantage ip 
parties having the means of knowing previously to the 

assizes whether cases could come on or not. The 

Times’ correspondent suggests that, if the entry of causes 

in the large towns was made six days before the 

the number of causes could be transmitted to the judges 
of assize, and so the number of days could be fixed for 

the assizes. We do not understand how this suggestion is 


consistent with the suggestion of the writer that the 


dates of the assizes should be fixed by Order in Council 
for the year. Moreover, the dates of holding the assizes 
at each place must be fixed before the circuit begins, and 
the date so fixed could not very easily be altered after- 
wards, when all the arrangements were made. 





The Lord Chancellor will preside at the Annual 
Meeting of the Barristers’ Benevolent Association, to be 
held in the Middle Temple Hall, on Wednesday after- 
noon, the 20th inst., at half-past four o'clock. 


The ‘‘ Yorke” Prize offered annually for the best English 
essay by a graduate of the University of Cambridge on 
some subject relating to the ‘‘ Law of Property, its princi- 
ples and history in various ages and countries,” has been 
adjudged to Courtney Stanhope Kenny, L.L. B., Fellow of 
Downing, and Percival Maitland Laurence, B.A., Fellow of 
Corpus Christi College, who are declared equal in merit, 
The subject of the essay is “The History of the Law of 
5 aaa in England, and its effect upon landed prop- 
erty. 

The Queen’s Bench reporter of the Zimes says:—“On 
very many cccasfons during the present sittings his 
lordship has had occasion to speak of the manner in 
which pleadings are often drawn, and much time has op 
several occasions been spent in ascertaining what was 
the question to be tried. It should be stated im justice to 
those practitioners into whose hands pleadings of this sors 
may come, that some of the learned masters have an — 
sion that anything may now be pleaded, and it is 
hopeless to endeavour to get these rigmarole statements 
which are dignified with the name of ‘pleadings’ strack out.” 

Learned English judges who shrink from the “ heavy 
circuits” will feel sympathy for Judge Dillon, who, at the 
annual dinner of the Chicago Bar Association, thus 
described his circuit labours :—‘‘ The trans-Mississippi 
federal circuit embraces seven states, and extends in an 
unbroken reach of territory from the British possessions on 
the north, to Louisiana and Texas on the south—from the 
Mississippi on the east, to and including the Rooky 
Moun on the west. It comprises the States of 
Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, Arkansas, 
and Colorado. In each of these states there are two terms 
@ year, and in one of them four terms, making sixteen 
terms annually. With the exception of Arkansas and 
Colorado, I have for the last eight years attended twice » 
year the terms of courts in each of these states, and in 
Arkansas, and in Colorado since its admission, invariably 
once each year, and sometimes twice. The distances 
actually travelled are immense—not less tban ten thousand 
miles a year. The distance from St. Paul, where one can 
almost cast @ stone across the Mississippi, to Arkansas, 
where the stream has broadened into mighty sod 
majestic river, bearing the commerce of twelve states 
and on whose lordly bosom hostile fleets bave 
is vast. And the distance from the great city of St. Louis 
to where Denver serenely sits, sentinelled and begirt ¥ 
the lofty and snow-olad peaks of the Rocky Mountains, 
scarcely less.” p 

Eratum.—For Arnold v. Thatcher, on p. 277 of last week's 

sue, read Palmer y. Thatcher. 
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WHO IS A LODGER? 


Ir is curious to observe the identity of some of the 
problems that torment legislators and judges in their 
special departments of industry with those that torment 
mankind in general, and philosophers in particular, and 
yet to what a very limited extent this identity is re- 
in the exposition of the law. We have said 
“torment legislators,” but we feel we must withdraw 
that expression, for nothing can exceed the cheerful and 
artless confidence with which the’private member ignores 
guch problems, and proceeds to grapple with supposed 
nces by short bills containing all sorts of loose ex- 

ions and terms without definite meaning. Occasion- 

aly the Government is obliged to yield to the well- 
meaning amateur, and then are sown the seeds of in- 
finite perplexity to the lawyer. One great difficulty 

_ which constantly arises in legal matters, as also in the 
affairs of life, and the speculations of philosophy, is 
esused by the nature of language as a vehicle of thought 
ad partly by the nature of thought itself. Thought 
can only be carried on to any purpose by means of 
classification and generalizations, and these, again, result 
in generic names, or words properly so called. Difficulty 
is constantly arising from looseness of classification, and 
also from looseness in the application of the generic 
yord from time to time to fresh objects. A number of 
men are familiar with certain phenomena which they 
have classified according to their similarity or dissimilar- 
ity under certain names. New phenomena spring up or 
slight modifications of the old. These again are subjected 
to the classifying power of the mind. This has a strong 

| tendency to operate more or less with reference to pre- 
' ttisting classifications, and to bring the new phenomena 
e Keone in one of them, and thus these new phenomena 
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‘become included under the existing names or words. 
» ‘The result is that a constant shifting and enlargement 
S meaning of words is taking place, and some con- 
‘tation exists, both of word and speech, until the need of 
jer definition is felt. Again, by a somewhat similar 
, the original meaning of words is indefinitely 
ted to meet the want of greater definiteness, 
his process is seen at work in legislation, and the ex- 
mn of the law; and an example is to be found in 
decision of the Common Pleas Division in Phillips v. 
Hinson (26 W. R. 214, L. R. 3 0. P. D. 26.) 
: In that case the irrepressible and perplexing “ lodger ” 
‘@opped up inatotally newconnection. He is, of course, 
too well known in connection with the law of regis. 
. Successive judges have exhausted themselves 
ic efforts to put some limits to his extreme and 
ble indefiniteness. The question what consti- 
tes the occupation of a house as distinguished from 
position of a lodger, is one which exercised the 
mart of Common Pleas through many a long day. 
@ judges of that court differed, and grouped them- 
_ ‘ives in every conceivable combination of opinion, 
be regard to this question. The difficulty, in truth, 
_ ‘Stites from the fact that there is no real consensus 
# opinion as to what constitutes a ‘‘lodger” or a 
| “house,” and what are their verce differentia, We can 
~aigive an instance of what shall be unmistakeably a 
ger, but on each side of the region of certainty there 
‘great marches or territories of debateable ground. 
“Words such as “house” and “lodger” oan have no 
a meaning as terms of art, and we cannot but 



































learned judges have wasted a good deal of time in 
Fa to approach such questions as what constitutes 
~~ 8*house” and a “lodger” from a too metaphysical 
‘Point of view. They forget that, though names origin- 
ally involve an abstract mental idea, this is only so in 
‘thelr first stage of existence, In their later stages 
| Mey have been applied according to the principle of 
> cation we have indicated, so that it is utterly im- 
_ by amin their original signification to get at 
limitations of their meaning. 

~ To“ lodge” originally, we suppose, means to “ abide.” 











What constitutes the sort of “ abiding ” that now amounts 
to “lodging” it is difficult to define. The term has 
been limited in this more technical sense from a larger 
meaning, but the extent of such limitation is in itself 
somewhat unlimited. When we say now that a man 
lodges in a place and lives in a place we do not always 
mean the same thing. That is a distinction introduced 
into the meanings of the words, not logically, but by 
reason of collateral facts observed in the classes of per 
sons to whom they had been applied. Inasmuch as, in 
fact, the person who lodges is apt to be here to-day and 
gone to-morrow, the term “living” in a place is felt to 
be somewhat inapplicable. When a man says, “I live 
at No. 3, Blank-street,” without qualification, the im- 
pression produced would be that he was the occupier of 
the dwelling-house. Yet there is no logical reason in- 
volved in the meaning of the word why a man should 
not lodge as long as his life lasted in one place. Again, 
if a man says, “‘ I am stopping at such and such a place,” 
why does it mean that he is probably not going to stop 
very long? This shows the extreme difficulty of defini- 
tion in the case of words which are derived from the 
popular vocabulary, and used without definition, as 
though they were terms of art, and had a defined 
scientific meaning. One of the most striking instances 
of this difficulty arose with regard to the famous “ house” 
question in the Common Pleas. It was held, and very 
rightly held, we think, where a man occupied as a 
separate dwelling two rooms on one landing, with 
one door openirg on the landing, and the communication 
between the two rooms being internal only, that this 
amounted to an occupation of a house. The case was 
substantially that of a set of chambers, which have al-- 
ways been held to constitute a house, though this oc- 
cupation was nearer to that of a lodger than that of 
many chambers. But then subsequently a learned judge 
says, when the question is raised again in another case 
with regard to one room occupied as a separate dwelling, 
“Surely the distinction between what is a house and 
what is not cannot depend on whether there are two 
rooms or one room.” But when we have got to the one 
room we have got to exactly what people ordinarily mean 
when they speak of “‘ lodging.” 

It seems to us that the true clue to the solution of 
these difficulties is that the meaning of a popular word 
is a question of degree. Popular words represent rough 
classifications sufficient for use in practical life, and as 
nearly accurate as things allow. There must generally 
be an absurdity produced when the line is drawn between 
these rough classifications, and yet it must be drawn. 
It being admitted that there is a difference between 
“lodgings” and “house,” and that they represent dif- 
ferent classes, it is obvious that, when a statute uses one 
term and not the other, a line must be drawn, though 
it produces the absurdity of a different law applying to 
things by minute degrees on one side of the line and the 
other. This is really no objection, and we think the re- 
mark of the judge who was revolted by the distinction 
between two rooms and one room, is, in reality, rather 
shallow. 

In the case of Phillips v. Henson, the question of the 
meaning of the term “lodger” arose thus. The 

Goods Protection Act (34 & 35 Vict. c. 79) pro- 
vides, as is well known, that, if on distress being levied 
upon goods of a lodger by the landlord, the lodger gives 
a notice to the landlord that the goods are his, with 
certain other particulars as to amount of rent due, &c., 
the landlord shall be guilty of an illegal distress if he 
proceeds against the lodger's goods. There is no defini- 
tion of the term “lodger” in the Act, and the question 
was whether the plaintiff was a lodger. It appeared 
that the plaintiff hired rooms from the tenant, such 
rooms substantially consisting of the whole house, the 
tenant only retaining possession of the housekeeper's 
room on the basement, and of two or three empty attics 
and a stable. It was decided that, though the agreement 
under which the plaintiff held might make him an 
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‘¢ ynder-tenant,” the plaintiff was not less a lodger 
‘entitled to the protection of the Act. 


We doubt very strongly the soundness of the | 


decision. It is clear that the question ‘whether the 
plaintiff was an under-tenant was immaterial. It 
has been held over and over again in ‘the regis- 
tration cases that a lodger is an under-tenant. The 
court rather seems to have treated the argument that 
the position of an under-tenant is inconsistent with 


that of being a lodger as exhausting ‘the whole matter. | 


Tt appears to us that this was not at all the real point. 
The question, in our opinion, really was whether the 


plaintiff was a lodger according to the ordinary popular , 


meaning of the term? And we doubt, having regard to 
the provisions of the Act and the expediency of the thing, 


‘whether the plaintiff came within the meaning of the term | 


‘*Jodger as used in‘the Act. Grove, J.,in giving judg- 
ment, discussed the intention of the statute. He says, 
“ The object of the Act was to protect the goods of persons 
between whom and the landlord ‘there is no direct 
privity.” We cannot see that this isto be assumed. If 
this was the intention of ihe Act, nothing would have been 
easier than to say that no goods should be distrainable 
save those of the lessee or an under-tenant of the whole 
premises ; but it is obvious to anyone how very different 
this is from saying that the goods of a lodger shall be 
protected, which is what the Act does say. The object 
of the Act, we should think, was tu protect the goods of 
** lodgers,” and the popular meaning of the term ought 
to afford the measure of the protection. It is begging 
the question to define the term “ lodger’’ with reference 
to a supposed intention of the Act. We should have 
said that the object of the Act, as evidenced by the 
use of the term ‘‘lodger,’ was to protect the goods of 
persons having a distinctly subordinate occupation of 
part of the house only. It seems to us that the occupa- 
tion of the plaintiff was not a subordinate occupation ; 
the principal and substantial occupation of the house 
was that of the plaintiff. The effect of the decision is 
that a-man may substantially occupy a house and yet 
withdraw all his goods from the liability to distress. 
This seems to us to be going a greater deal further in the 
direction of protecting the occupier and abrogating the 
common law rights of the landlord than the actual 
words of the Act justify. 





Vice-Chancellor Malins was recently thrown from 
his horse whilst riding into Lincoln's-inn. His lord- 
ship, however, was not seriously hurt, and was able 
te take his place on the bench shortly after the usual 
ime. 


The Scottish Journal of Jurisprudence, in an interesting 
notice of Mr. Horn, the late Dean of Faculty, says :—“ Like 
George Graham Bell, George Webster, and others, he was 
among the last of that polite, rare, and now almost extinct, 
class of chamber counsel, to whom agents in their need re- 
sorted for advice on some knotty point of conveyancing, or 
to unravel the intricacies of some incomprehensible family 
settlement. In such cases Mr. Horn was invaluable. So 
long as he was doing his duty to his client he set no value on 
time, and long, irksonte work, from which most men ‘would 
have shrunk, bad for ‘him the pleasure and excitement others 
derive from a-nightly plethora of cases and daily bustle of the 
courts. But Mr. Horn was something more than a mere 
‘lawyer, and had @ character of his own apart from his profes- 
sion. A well-read gentleman, a good classical scholar, he 
took a lively interest in, and had @ wonderful -dilettante 
knowledge of, ‘all that was going on in the world of art and 

_Tetters. Ruskin, Blackie, Hill Burton, Hossack, and Theo- 
dore Martin ‘wete ‘his most intimate friends, and the last- 
named gentleman ‘showed the value he set on his judgment 
by intrusting to hit, ‘as Macaulay did to Jeffrey in a similar 
way, the correction of the proof-sheets of the last volume of 
the ‘ Life of the Prince Consort.’ In Edinburgh, as at Rome, 
he spent much of his time in the studio of artists, helping on 
many, and living on brotherly terms with most of the Scot- 
tish Academicians.” 





——e 


THE TRUSTEE'S DUTY. 
X. 


Rote IV.—The trustee cannot allow himself any 
remuneration, 


Tue rule has been long established that a 

executor, or administrator shall have no allowance for 
his ‘care and trouble (Godfrey v. White, Finch, 362); 
“the reason of which,” says Lord Talbot, “ seems.to.be 
that,on these pretences, if allowed, the trust estate 
might be loaded and rendered of little value; besides 
the great difficulty there might be in settling andag. 
justing the quantum of such allowance, ially ay 
one man’s time may be more valuable than that of 
another” (Robinson v. Pitt, 3 P. W. at p. 251, approved 
in Moore v. Frowd, 3 My. & Cr. at p. 50), This lag 


reason seems somewhat shadowy; and in more recenj - 


times the principle has been stated as being that no-one 
who has a duty to perform shall place himself in a situa. 
tion to have his interests conflicting with his duty, It 
is one of the duties of a trustee to take care that no im. 
proper charges are made by persous employed forthe 
estate, but by himself doing acts which he mightem. 
ploy others to perform, and taking payment for 
them, his interest becomes opposed to his duty of check. 
ing the expenditure (Broughton v. Broughton, 5 DeG, 
M. & G. at p. 164; see New v. Jones, reported from 
M.SS note of Mr. Younge in 9 By. & Jarm. Cony, 
Sweet, 731; also reported in 1 Mac. & G. 668, note (d); 
see also Fraser v. Palmer, 4 Y. & C, at p. 517; Stang 
v. Parker, 2 Beav. at p. 389). 

Hence a trustee who is a factor (Scuttergood y, 
Harrison, Moseley, 128), or broker (Arnold v. Garner, 
2 Phil. 231), or auctioneer (Matthison v. Clarke, 3 Drew, 
3), or banker (Heighington v. Grant, 9 L. J. N. 8. Ch, 
142), and does business for the trust estate in that 
capacity cannot claim any commission. And the same 
rule applies if the business is done by a firm of which 
the trustee or executor is a member (Aatthison y. 
Clarke ; Heighington v. Grant). 

But the case to which the rule is most commonly 
applied is that of a solicitor-trustee. If a trustee acts 
as solicitor in matters relating to the trust property, he 
is not entitled to charge for his labour, but only for his 
costs out of pocket (New v. Jones, 1 Mac. & G. 668, 
note (d); Broughton v. Broughton, 5 De G. M. & G.160; 
In re Sherwood, 3 Beav. 338; Todd v. Wilson, 9 Beav. 
486). And the same rule applies to business transacted 
for the trust estate by a firm of solicitors of which the 
solicitor-trustee is a member (Collins v. Cary, 2 Beav. 
128; Christopher v. White, 10 Beav. 523; Lyon ¥. 
Baker, 5 D. G. & Sm. 622)—that is, if the solicitor- 
trustee is to receive any share of the profits of the trans- 
action of such business. If he has expressly agreed 
with his partners that they shall act as solicitors to the 
trust estate, and shall receive for their exclusive benefit 
all the ‘profits, the partners will be entitled to their full 
costs (Clark v. Carlon, 7 Jur. N.S. 441). A country 
solicitor who, being an executor, acts in a cause to 
which he is a party in his representative character, is 
entitled to be allowed as against the estate that propor- 
tion of the whole costs which his town agent in the cause 
was entitled to receive (Burge v. Brutton, 2 Hare, 373). 

Lord Cottenham, in the well-known case of 
v. Piper (1 Mac. & G. 664), drew a distinction between 
eases in which the trustee acts as solicitor for himself 
and cases where a solicitor acts for a body of trustees of 
whom he himselfis one; and held that in this latter case, 
at all events where the oo-trustees are made defendants, 
he had a right to receive full costs. The distinction was 

in the judgment in Lyon v. Baker (5 De G. 
& Sm. 622); but in Manson v. Baillie (2 Macq. 80) Lord 
Cranworth, ©., said he was “inclined to think that the 
true principle was considerably trenched upon by Lord 
Cottenham when he said that a solicitor might act as & 
solicitor for his co-trustee, and be allowed professional 
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3’; and Lord Brougham (p. 91) said he had great 
doubt as to the soundness of the decision of Cradock v. 
Piper to the length to which it went ” (see also Bainbrigge 
y. Blair, 8 Beay. 588), 

Another distinction was drawn by Vice-Chancellor 
Turner in Lincoln v. Windsor (9 Hare, 158), between 
costs incurred in a suit and costs incurred in administer- 

the trust estate without a suit. He said that “ ifa 

citor, being a trustee, be brought in and made a party 
to a suit owing to his connection with the trust, and the 
‘costs of suit are not increased by any conduct of his 
own, there does not appear to be any reason why he 
should not be allowed his costs ’’; but this rule, he said, 
did not extend to the case of the costs of administration 
out of court, In Broughton v. Broughton (5 D. G. M. 
&G, at p. 166), Lord Cranworth said he ‘‘ would not 
readily dissent” from this decision; but in Zyon v. 
Baker (5 D. G. & Sm. 622), Vice-Chancellor Parker 
said that if ordinary costs were allowed in any case 
where a solicitor acts in a suit for himself alone, it would 
be to destroy the rule as to the costs of the solicitor 
trustee altogether. 

A solicitor trustee, lending the trust money on mort- 
gage, and acting as solicitor for the mortgagor as well 
as the mortgagee, is entitled to be paid his costs of the 
‘mortgage by the mortgagee. The loan of the trust 
money, no doubt, puts him in the way of getting some 
business, and so conduces to his making a profit; but 
that is not fairly the produce or profit of the trust estate 
(Whitney v. Smith, 17 W. R. 579, L. R. 4 Ch, 513). 

An exception to the general rule has long been estab- 
lished in the case of an executor in India, If no legacy 
is given to him in his character of executor he is entitled 
to a commission of five per cent. on all assets of the 
testator collected by him in India (Cockerell v. Barker, 
2 Russ. 585); and on all payments made by him in 
India (Chetham v. Lord Audley, 4 Ves. 72; Matthews 
v. Bagshaw, 14 Beay. 123); and an allowance has also 
been pezmitted to an executor in the West Indies 
(Chambers v. Goldwin, 5 Ves. 834; Darton v. Davy, 1 
BE. F. Moore, 15). But an executor to whom a legacy is 
left “for his care and trouble” is not entitled to this 
commission (Cockerell v. Barker); if, however, the 
legacy is not given to himin his character of executor 
it will not debar him from claiming the commission 
(Freeman v. Fairlie, 3 Mer. 24). The commission is 
the reward of personal care and attention; hence, an 
executor will only be allowed it upon assets he has 
collected while actually in the country where they are; 
not upon assets collected by the agent of the executor 
after the latter has returned to England (Uampbell v. 

‘ Campbell, 6 Jur. 635; Darton v. Davy, 1 E. F. Moore, 15). 
In the earlier cases the exception seems to have been 
based upon the general principle of the importance of ob- 
tair‘ng persons to act as trustees in India and the West 
Tndies, and the inconvenience to the trustee of being in 
a distant country (see Chetham v. Lord Audley, 4 Ves. 
12; Darton v. Davy, 1 E. F. Moore, 15); but in other 
cases (see 2 Russ, 591, note) it was said that, as regarded 
India, the courts in this country merely adopt the rule 
Which prevails in the courts of that country as to allow- 
‘ances to be made to executors; because it would be 
Obviously unjust that, because executors pass their 
accounts in this country, they should be deprived of an 
allowance to which they would have been entitled if they 
had passed them in India. 

. Of course in this, as in other matters relating to the duty 
of a trustee, the creator of the trust may make a rule 
for himself, and direct that the trustee shall receive re- 
muneration for his services (Moore v. Frowd, 3 My. & 
Cr.at p. 48; Christopher v. White, 10 Beav. 523). This 
was settled in Ellison v. Airey (1 Ves. Sen. at p. 115), 
where it was contended that the court ought not to give 
‘effect to a direction in a will that trustees should be 
~ for their trouble as well as expense, on the ground 

“this might be of general prejudice, because trustees 

frequently draw wills and settlements themselves,” but 





Lord Hardwicke said the testator might give this satis- 
faction to trustees if he pleased; and in Serjeant Hill’s 
will, Sir Richard Hopkins’, and in the case of the Duchess 
of Marlborough, there was a»great allowance made for 
[the trustees’] trouble.” But the direction must be per- 
fectly clear and unequivocal in its terms—at all events, if 
it purports to enable a solicitor-trustee or executor to.re- 
cover his full costs and charges. Undera mere direction 
that the trust moneys shall be applied “in payment of 
all expenses, disbursements, and charges to. be incurred, 
sustained, or borne by the trustee in professional busi- 
ness journeys or otherwise,” and that he might retain 
all reasonable costs, charges, and expenses which he 
might sustain or be put unto, such costs, charges, and 
expenses to be reckoned, stated, and paid as between 
attorney and client,” the trustee will only be entitled to 
be repaid proper costs out of pocket (Moore v. Frowd, 3 
My. & Cr. 45; see also the observations on Carmichael 
v. Wilson, 2 Moll. 537, in 1 Mac. & G. at p. 678, and 
in 8 Beay. at 594). And the terms of the provision will 
be strictly followed; hence, under a direction that an 
executor is “‘ to be at liberty to charge for his professional 
services,” the solicitor-executor is only entitled to charge 
for services strictly professional, and not for matters 
which an executor ought to have done without the inter- 
vention of a solicitor, such as attendances to pay pre- 
miums on policies, attending at the bank to make 
transfers, and attendances on proctors, auctioneers, 
legatees, and creditors (Harben v. Darby, 28 Beav. 
825). With regard to directions relating to re-- 
muneration to trustees who are not solicitors, a less 
rigorous construction appears to have been adopted, 
and it does not seem to have been considered necessary 
that the direction should expressly authorize the trustee 
to receive commission or remuneration if only it gener. 
ally authorizes remuneration to be paid (see Douglas v. 
Archbutt, 2 De G. & J. 148, as to the commission of an 
auctioneer-trustee). A declaration that the trustees 
should receive out of the trust moneys ‘“‘all costs, 
charges, and expenses, fees to counsel, and for profes- 
sional assistance and loss of time paid, incurred, sus- 
tained, or occasioned in or about the said trusts, or in 
any wise relating thereto,” has been held to entitle a 
trustee who was a land surveyor to compensation for 
loss of time in superintending the management and sale 
of the trust estates (Willis v. Kibble, 1 Beav. 559). 

Not only may the creator of the trust authorize re- 
muneration to be paid to the trustee for loss of time, 
but the trustee, before accepting the office, may stipu- 
late for such remuneration. It seems at one time to 
have been thought that agreements of this kind should 
be discouraged by the courts ‘‘ as tending to eat up the 
trust’ (Gould v. Fleetwood, 3 P. W., at p. 251, ‘note A.) 
But Lord Hardwicke said that“ if a trustee comes in a fair 
aud open manner, and tells the cestut que trust that he 
will not act in such a troublesome and burdensome office 
unless the cestui que trus¢ will grant him a further com- 
pensation over and above the terms of the trust, and it 
is contracted for between them, I will not say this court 
will set it aside, although there is no instance where they 
have confirmed it ” (Ayliffe v. Murray, 2 Atk., at p 60, 
see also Nicholson v. Tutin, 3 K. & J. at p, 161.) It 
must be remembered, however, that in case of such an 
agreement with a solicitor-trustee the agreement must be 
distinct, and must in terms explain to the vlient the 
effect of the arrangement (Moore v. Frowd, 3 My. & Cr., 
at p.48; see Ayliffev. Murray, 2 Atk. 58). And the 
solicitor must also, unless the cestui que trust has the ad- 
vice of an independent solicitor (Stanes v. Parker, 9 
Beav. 385), inform the ceséui que trust that, in the absence 
of special agreement, the trust estate will not be liable 
beyond costs out of pocket (Todd v. Wilson, 9 Beav. 
486, 489). 
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THE LATE MR. CARTER. 


Wes briefly referred last week to the death of Mr. Carter, 
but his character and career were far too remarkable to be 
described in the few lines we were then able to devote to 
the subject. Mr. Carter's influence in the development 
of the railway system will, probably, never be fully ap- 
preciated. For nearly thirty years he conducted the 
legal business of the great corporation which is now the 
London and North-Western Railway Company, and for 
a quarter of a century he acted as solicitor to the 
railway now known as the Midland Railway. He 
saw these undertakings grow from the original lines 
from Birmingham to London, and from Birmingham to 
Derby respectively, into a vast network of railways; he 
shaped, to a lerge extent, their parliamentary policy, 
and condacted the fierce battles in which they were from 
time to time engaged with rival companies. 

Mr. Carter was born at Coventry on the 15th of May, 
1805. He was educated at Woodville, near West Brome 
wich, at the establishment of his uncle, the Rev. John 
Corrie, who was for many years President of the Bir- 
mingham Philosophical Institution. At the age of six- 
teen or seventeen, he was articled to another uncle, Mr, 
Josiah Corrie, a leading Birmingham solicitor. After 
being admitted he went into partnership with Mr. 
Corrie, and when the London and Birmingham Railway 
Company was formed, in 1831, Messrs. Corrie and 
Carter were appointed solicitors to the company, which 
afterwards developed into the London and North- 
Western Railway Company. On the formation, in 1835, 
of the Birmingham and Derby Railway Company, Mr. 
Carter was appointed solicitor to that company also, and 
for twenty-five years he was solicitor for both the 
London and North-Western and the Midland Companies. 
While thus employed his capacity for work and 
clearness of head were marvellous. We believe we are 
correct in saying that in one Parliamentary session he 
had the exclusive control and direction of no fewer than 
forty Bills promoted by or relating to the two com- 
panies. Those only who know what conducting through 
Parliament a hotly-contested Bill means, can appreciate 
the labour and responsibility which fell upon him, 
He was accustomed to relate that in one session he paid 
in fees to counsel £40,000; of which the greater part 
went to one distinguished advocate. His partner, Mr. 
Corrie, died about 1840, and in 1850 Mr. Carter removed 
to London. At one time Messrs. Swift & Wagstaffe 
were associated with him in theconduct of the London and 
North-Western business. Mr. Carter resigned his office 
of solicitor to the London and North-Western Company 
in 1860, and eight years later severed his connection with 
the Midland Company, and retired from practice. He 
then, in March, 1868, became a candidate for Coventry 
in the Liberal interest, and was elected by a majority of 
281 over Mr. Staveley Hill, hisopponent. His first speech 
in Parliament was on the Irish Church question, and 
before the close of the session he called attention to the 
operation of the Carriers Acts. At the election in Novem- 
ber, 186%, Mr. Carter was a candidate in conjunction 
with Mr. (now Sir) H. M. Jackson, but both candidates 
were defeated. At the general election in 1874, in com. 
pany with Mr. Jackson, he once more came forward, 
bot while Mr. Jackson was elected, Mr. Carter was 
defeated by the Conservative candidate. 

Up to the last Mr. Carter's keen intellect continued 
undimmed, and only a few weeks ago he finished a 
pamphlet on the jurisdiction of the Railway Com- 
missioners (the sequel to a similar one published last 
year), He wae 2 great reader, and Spinoza and Bishop 
Butler were, during his later years, often in his 
hands. His death was rather sudden; but he had never 
quite recovered from an attack of bronchitis last spring. 

Of Mr. Carter's intellectual and moral qualities we 
02id swnching last week, but we may here add—what 
we believe any one who knew him will confirm—that he 
was 4 very unusual combination of genuine kindliness 


with extraordinary shrewdness. His intellect was keen 
and supple, penetrating at once to the very heart of g 
case, but he was always gentle, honourable, ang 
courteous. His geniality and open handed generosi 
were, indeed, as remarkable as his hard-headed 
sagacity; and while his mental qualities secured him 
a high reputation among lawyers, he will be remembered 
for his moral qualities by a circle very much larger 
than the bounds of his profession. 

We have been favoured with the following observations 
by an eminent Queen’s: Counsel at the Parliamen 
Bar :—“ None have, I think, had better opportunities 
than I have of appreciating Mr. Carter’s great ability in 
the conduct of Parliamentary business. I think my strong 
personal regard for him and my gratitude for the confi. 
dence which he long reposed in me, as counsel for the 
Midland Company, do not bias my judgment. He shared 
with all the best members of the profession an incapacity 
to do anything irregular or indirect, which, among other 
recommendations, really facilitates the conduct of busi. 
ness. His sagacity, his firmness, and his sound judg. 
ment were never at fault. He was always cautious and 
never timid. I have always thought, and often said, 
that his instructions were the fullest and clearest I eyer 
received, though they were generally very concise, In. 
stead of loading a brief with superfluous matter, he 
always concentrated attention on the real points of the 
case, trusting, with good reason, to his facu Ity of filling 
up all apparent omissions in consultation. Having sup. 
plied the necessary materials he deliberately avoided in. 
terference with the discretion of his counsel, having 
good reason to know that his suggestions and advice 
would not be overlooked. His pleasant manner and in- 
variable good humour were in themselves professional as 
well as social virtues.’’ 








EQUUS EQUITI IMPAR. 
(Suggested by a recent judicial mishap.) 

Rhebule, praetoris cur aspernatus habenam 
Involvis lutea membra decora toga ? 

Si genus humanas vestrum quoque concipit artes, 
Et consors animi pectus herilis equo, 

Quam male quadrupedem petulantia convenit ista, 
Anglica qui tergo jura forumque vehit ? 
Judicis ingenium prudens, grave, legibus aptum ; 
Nec probat hic temere facta neque ipse facit ; 
Frena adhibet verbis, que tu, miser, ore recusas; 
Quicquid agit, lente, ne titubetur, agit. 

At quoniam per te nihilum sapis, improbe Rhabe, 
Virtutis licet hanc experiare viam : 

Dicta repone memor, mores imitare patroni, 
Alter eris fasces sumere dignus equus. 





It is stated that the cost of the new Palace of Justice in 
Brussels, which will be a splendid building, will amount to 
35,000,000f. The original estimate was 8, 000,000. 


The Times Dablia ent says: —“ There is rea- 
son to believe that the following changes have been made 
in the county court judgeships, in consequence of the 
a ee _* — chairmen of focearsgo Pal 
Elrington, Q.C., w appointed to the county ip- 

3 Mr. James Kelly, Q.C., to the county Clare; Mr. 

. C. Neligan, Q.0., tothe union of Neath, Westmeath, 
Longford, and King’s County ; Dr. W. F. Darley, 9.0., to 
the counties of Clare and trim; and Mr, W, O'Connor 
Morris, to the county Kerry, Mr. Thomas Lefroy, Q.C., 
telog unwilling to leave Armagh, will take Louth with it. 
Mr. J. A. Wall, Q.C., is likely to be appointed to Carlow 
and Wicklow. All the county court judges under the 





- new sot aro bound to relinquish their practice at the 








Feb, 16, 1878, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


303 








—— 
——_—_—— 


Rehtews. 


WILLS OF PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


Aw Exementary Treatisgs on Witts or PrErsonaL 
PROPERTY, AND SOME SUBJECTS APPERTAINING THERE- 
no. By J. O. H. Fuoop, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons. 

The author of this book prepares us in his preface for 
seme of the peculiarities of its construction, and in u 
measure disarms criticism. He says that it is intended 
to be merely elementary ; and that an attempt (though, 
as he modestly adds, only a feeble one) has been made 
toarrange the topics on a method somewhat analogous 
to that of Euclid,—“ to begin with a definition, and then 
trace its terms through the various ramifications into 
which it may branch out.’ He apologises for discur- 
siveness on the ground of the vastness of the matter, and 
with a curious metaphor, tells us that “no sooner does 
he enter the arena of operation to search for materials, 
than he becomes literally staggered by the appearance 
of the vast and varied mass thereof that lies before 
him.” 

Viewing the work as an elementary one, we are 
not disposed to quarrel with its discursiveness; the 
diligent student may be nearly as much edified as he 
will be surprised at the quantity of miscellaneous infor- 
mation which its pages contain. The book is obviously 
intended to be read, not merely referred to; and it 
would be doing the author an injustice not to acknow- 
ledge that he has put his matter generally into a 
readable shape, at the same time that, by his text and 
references together, he has furnished the reader with 
means of learning the law upon most matters connected 
with wills. 

The book has some other merits. The parts of it 
relating to probate may be very useful. Illustrative 
cases are often well selected, and quotations are freely 
and judiciously introduced from approved text books. 
There is plenty of explanation, not only of purely legal 
expressions and doctrines, but also of other “ things not 
generally known” by learners, but which ought to be 
known by them if they are to understand the law. 

But the work as a whole is marked, we are sorry to 
my, by serious faults. We find statements of law so 
loose as to be, to say the least, misleading, as for instance 
(p. 374): ‘prohibition against alienation is valid, 
Whether the property be given to a woman actually 
married or a single woman contemplating marriage, but 
itcan only be imposed in either of these two cases.” 
Pethaps the words ‘contemplating marriage” are 
intended to mean “having reference to future mar- 
riage.” Again, on p. 698, it is stated to have been 
long “settled that in a will the words relations, kindred, 
and family are synonymous, and comprehend next of 
kin under the Statute of Distributions, and those only ; 

the context justifies a contrary interpretation.” 

Tha note to p, 213, a specific bequest is defined as “the 

by will of some particular thing, especially where 
testator has others of the same kind.” The obser- 

Yations on equitable mortgages (p. 174), and on the 

Ypres doctrine (p. 444), are very unsatisfactory, It may 

be doubted whether, upon a question as to a @onatio 

mortis causd, the evidence of the donee himself is 
entitled to the same respect as that of any other 
" (p. 43). Mr. Flood does not seem to have 

in his mind the observations in Cosnahan v. Grice 
Moo, P, C., at p. 223), and in M'Gonnell v. Murray 
R.3 Eq., at p. 465). We were not aware that the 
Act ‘‘ alters the former rule of equity so far as 

choses in action to be assigned by writing” (p. 
ugh we are tolerably familiar with the provision 
Act which gives to an absolute assignment by 


mn 

wine, 
under the hand of the or, of a chose in 

tetion, of which notice te waite ahall have been 


to the trustee, &c.,: tho effect of transferring the 
tight to the chose in action, 





A considerable amount of space is wasted by iteration 
and diffuseness. In connection with this fault the book 
has certainly the quality of being more easy and readable 
in style than many text books. On the other hand, it is 
by no means free from grammatical and other slips of 
language, some of them odd enough, The following are 
samples :—“ In the language of the law the continuance 
of marriage is called coverture, as if from tegere, to 
cover;” “they are ipso usu consumuntur;” “the 
better opinion seems to be that the papers (i.c., mutual 
wills), inasmuch as they form a contract, they 
might, ceteris paribus, be enforced in equity.” It must 
be tke printer's fault that, both on pp. 719 and 723, we 
read of administration “durante minoritate aetate 
executoris.” 

The result of Mr. Flood’s labours cannot in its present 
state be taken as satisfactory; but condensation and 
thorough revision might improve his book into an 
elementary treatise of value. 


EASEMENTS. 


A Treatise on THE Law or Easements. By Joun Ler- 
Bourn Gopparp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Second 
Edition. Stevens & Sons. 


The second edition of this work embodies the recent 
cases ; and embodies them not by mere reference in the 
notes, but usually by brief statements in the text, where 
their bearing on the previous law is also intelligently 
discussed. On the whole, we are very favourably im- 
pressed with the care and accuracy with which this has 
been done. We observe, however, that, while the doc- 
trine laid down by the Exchequer in Holker v. Porritt 
(21 W. R. 414, L. R. 8 Ex. 115) that the owner of lend 
on a new artificial course has riparian rights, is discussed 
at p. 45, the author omits to notice the subsequent de- 
cision of the Exchequer Chamber (23 W. R. 400, L. R. 
10 Ex. 59), in which it was held that this doctrine need 
not be resorted to; and we have not been able to find 
this latter decision referred to in the book. But 
we are bound to say that in general we have found Mr. 
Goddard very trustworthy and complete in his state- 
ments of the law. 


ROMAN LAW. 


A Comprenpivm or Roman Law FOUNDED oN THE IystI- 
TUTES oF Justinian, &c., &c. By Gorpon CAMPBELL, 
of the Inner Temple. Stevens & Haynes. 


This is ayowedly an examination book; intended, the 
author says, “for those students at the universities and 
the Inns of Court who have to pass an examination in 
Roman law.” The plan of the work is to summarize 
the Institutes, following the order of the books and 
titles, and giving occasional explanatory notes. These 
aro often indicated by brackets; it might have been 
more convenient to the reader if these, as well as the 
extracts from Maine's Ancient Law, Austin, and other 
writers, had been marked by a smaller type. Many of 
these extracts are useful and well selected; we rather 
doubt, however, whether such notes as that on substitu. 
tion in Scotch law will be of much value to the 
student. The summary of the Institutes seems to be, 
generally speaking, both accurate and terse, In the 
appendix there are given examination questions in 
Roman law, mainly taken from papers set at the uni- 
versities and the bar examination, with answers, We 
cannot say that the latter strike us as very successful. 
They contain a great many quotations, and are some- 
times diffuse and wanting in point. We must adda 
word of praise of the uncommonly excellent type and 
general appearance of the work. 








Tt ie atated that the courts will not sit in London after 
March 2. 
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General Corresponvence. 


*,* To connesronpents.—H. W. C. Next week. 
STAMPS ON APPOINTMENTS OF NEW 
TRUSTEES. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Referring to Messrs. Moulton &Son’s letter in your 
last number, I would remark that if they, Messrs. M., 
had favoured my communication to you of the previous 
week with a perusal, they would have seen that I had 
anticipated them in advising your readers that a second 
stamp was not required for a declaration of trust—not, 
however (as is implied by Messrs. M. & Son’s letter), by 
reason of the decision in Hadgetfs case, but (simply) 
under official views. On this point I presume to differ 
from such views, although I am free to admit that I am 
at present following them in my practice. 

To come to the other letter printed in your last 
number—if I assign in my mind the right ownership to 
the initials “‘G. S.” I ought to feel some diffidence in 
offering the following comments upon parts of “ G. 8.’8” 
communication. 

I quite agree with “‘G. S.” in the statement con- 
tained in the first paragraph of his letter as to the 
application of Hadgett’s case in regard to the definition 
of “conveyance,” although it may be said that this 
point was hardly before the court, it being assumed 
there was a conveyance, and the court having to decide 
whether it attracted the second stamp. I may here 
refer to the definition clauses of ‘‘conveyance and 
transfer” of the Stamp Act, 1870 (sections 70 and 78), 
to observe that, while in prior Acts there was no express 
definition of the term, the said clauses (of the Act of 
1870) will, upon careful consideration, be found very 
comprehensive slthough very concise; and, certainly, 
section 78 reached the instrument in Hadgett’s case. 

I fear I cannot assent altogether to the propositions 
of “G. 8.”’ in the second paragraph of his letter as to 
the further extension of the ratio decidendi of 
Hadgetts case, especially as to the first proposi- 
tion that the case extends to require distinct 
duties (in the instances named) “if there is not an 
express exemption (as there is in the case of an 
agreement under hand only, not otherwise specifically 
charged with any duty).” I would suggest that this 
exemption in no way comes within the purview of 
Hadgett’s case. These words of the Act have applica- 
tion only to the head “ Agreement”; and “not other- 
wise specifically charged” means that if the agreement 
be (say) for making a mortgage, or be under seal, then 
that such last-named agreements are without the charge 
of (only) 6d. duty, these being dealt with. I will 
presently come to assignments of choses in action, 
but first I would venture to say I think that 
Hadgett s case left section 8 of the Act where it was be- 
fore, and that, therefore, an instrument containing an 

of matters not several and distinct, if charge- 
able before that case with one duty (and I could cite 
instances), requires but one duty now. To fully deal 
with The Limmer Aephalte Company's case, referred to 
by “G. 8.,” would lead me into a length of comment I 
do not propose to indulge in now, and therefore I pass it 
by. But to recur to “G. 8.’s” suggestion that the letter 
of attorney in an assignment of a chose in action will 
now, if Hadget?’s case was rightly decided, require a 
separate stamp, I cannot quite concur in it, as there 
appears to me to be a virtual distinction between the 
said letter of attorney and the conveyance in an appoint- 
ment, in this respect :—the instrument of appointment as 
an instrument is legally complete without the convey- 
ance (although the latter may be necessary to complete 
the full transaction), whereas the assignment would not 
be legally complete without the letter of attorney. On 
the other hand I am free to admit, that as “letter 





attorney” is a separate charge in the schedule of the 
Act, strictly applying the rule I propounded in my 
former letter for the construction of the Act as a whole, 
a separate stamp may with some show of reason be said 
to be chargeable. And upon the same grounds a second 
stamp may be said to be payable also in the following 
instances (amongst others I could name) :— 

(1) Covenant to surrender copyhold in a conveyange 
‘of (jointly sold) frecholds. 

(2) Reconveyance (as in effect itis), where a mortgagee 


being paid off conveys direct to a purchaser, the mort. 


gagor and vendor joining; and 
(3) Revocation in an instrument of new appointment, 
Nevertheless, in these three cases, as well as those of 
Release and Declaration of Trust named in my first 


communication, the authorities at Somerset House rule 


that no separate duty is payable. 

While referring to official views I may again speak as 
to the head Reconveyance, &c. (of mortgage) in the 
schedule to the Act. From the first it appeared to me 
that the Act did not, under that head, provide for cases 
of intermediate reconveyances (i.e., where only a part 
of the mortgaged premises was discharged and recon- 
veyed), I believe the point, from the first, received 
some amount of discussion amongst the law officers of 
the Board of Inland Revenue, and in the end it was 
settled that such intermediate reconveyances must pay 
fixed 10s. duty, although it may be the entire mortgage 
money does not exceed £500, and, in such case, a ree 
conveyance of the whole mortgaged premises would 
require but 2s, 6d. duty! 

In some of these cases, if not in all, I have been 
unable to agree with official views, and certainly these 
views are opposed to consistency and oneness of con- 
struction of the Act. And as to the case of inter. 
mediate reconveyances, the omission (as I think it is) of 
the Act of 1870 to provide for them ought before this to 
have been supplied by another Act. 

In my first letter I presumed to.commend the general 
framing of the Consolidation Act, 1870, and (indirectly) 
mostly the official administration of it, and I do not 
intend that the criticisms above indulged in should 
qualify my previous commendation—humble and value. 
less as that may be. Veritas, 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—The legal profession are very much indebted to 
you for your prompt information as to the decision of 
the Board of Inland Revenue in respect of stamping 
deeds since the case of Hadgett v. Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue appeared, and not only for your prompt 
information, but for your keeping the subject before 
your readers. 

But I write to say that I think the commissioners 
should themselves widely make known the information 
you refer to by advertisements, and by a communication 
with the Incorporated Law Society, and not leave it for 
you voluntarily to say, ‘We are authorized to state,” 
&c.; and, more than that, I am strongly of opinion that 
the public authorities should pass a short Bill through 
Parliament at once, declaring all deeds valid (if stamped 
with a 10s, stamp) which are affected by this unexpected 
decision, and without payment of the additional 10s. 
stamp; and this I suggest because I consider that 
hundreds of appointments are affected by this case, and 
that in many instances the notification of the commis- 
sioners will be very innocently overlooked ; in other cases 
the deeds requiring to be stamped will not be forth- 
coming, and in other cases the unfortunate trustee or 
the solicitor (arising from the state of the trust) will have 
to pay the stamp duty and agency charges himself. 

iverpoo), Feb. 13. A Prosanie Surrenen. 
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— 
A COUNTY COURT DECISION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The following report of proceedings in the 
(Croydon County Court, before Vernon Lushington, Esq., 
judge, is taken from a local newspaper :— 

“A Doe’s First Bire.—Sanders v. Evans.—The 
plaintiff, who was stated to live at Mitcham, sought to 
recover damages for the loss of a lamb, which had been 
Killed by defendant’s dog. 

“In answer to his honour, the plaintiff said he could 
nob prove that the defendant was aware that the dog 
yas.in the habit of biting other animals. 

“fis honour thereupon remarked that by the law of 

d a dog was allowed his first bite. Assuming 
that the lamb did die through an attack made by the 
defendant's dog, plaintiff was not entitled to recover 
unless he could say that the defendant was aware that 
the dog had previously misconducted himself in a 
similar way. He, therefore, non-suited the plaintiff, 
and advised the defendant to take better care of his dog 
in future.” 

Is it possible that the learned judge’s legal studies 

short early in 1865? If not, he surely would 
have known that an Act was passed in that year (28 & 29 
Vict. c. 60) making the owner of a dog liable for injury 
to cattle or sheep caused by such dog, without proof of 
any mischievous propensity of the dog, or the owner’s 
knowledge thereof. A Soticrror. 
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Cases of the W£eck. 


Appear—ABANDONED Motion—Costs—Norice.—In a 
case of In re The Oakwell Coliieries, application was made 
éz parte to the Court of Appeal, on the 13th inst., for the 
costs of an abandoned appeal motion under the followin 
circumstances :—On the 4th of Fetruary notice was serv 
on the liquidator of the company, by a Mr. Bradford, that 
the Court of Appeal would be moved on the 8th of February, 
or so soon after as counsel could be heard, that an order 
made by Hall, V.C,, on the 1st of February might be dis. 
charged. On the 11th of February the appellant’s solicitors 
wiute to the liquidator’s solicitors, saying that they had 
heen unable to set the appeal down, the order not having 
been drawn up. They, therefore, begged to withdraw the 
motion, but without prejudice to their right to appeal 
when the order had been served. On the 12th of February 
the liquidator’s solicitors replied that, before the receipt of 
the letter, they had instructed counsel to oppose the appeal 
motion. They added thst they had now instructed counsel 
toapply to discharge the notice, with costs. Application 
Was accordingly made ex parte for the costs of the appeal 
motion as an abandoned motion. The court (Jessel, .M.R., 
and Baggallay and Thesiger, L.JJ.) said that the applica- 
tion must be made upon formal notice in the ordinary way. 





—-—— 


PRactice—OrpER FOR Payment 1nTO CovRT AFTER 
Drorre— ADMISSION OR CERTIFICATE—ASCERTAINED DEBT. 
Ina case of The London Syndicate v. Lord, heard by the 

of Appeal on the 18th inst., a question of some im- 
lance was raised with. regard to the practice of the 
cery Division as to ordering payment of money into 
‘court after decree, but before the final settlement of accounts 
by the decree to be taken. The action was brought 

for the dissolution of a partnership, and by the decree 
made on the 23rd of November, 1876, it was declared that 
Oy partuershi “— to ba dissolved as from the 23rd of 
r, 187 ccounts were directed to be taken, 
including an aceount of all partnership dealings and trans- 
actions between the plaintiffs and defendants, and a receiver 
was Appointed, On the 20th of December, 1877, the 
moved before Bacon, V.C., for an order that one of 
defendants should pay to the receiver a sum of money 

ing to be due from him to the plaintiffs in respect 

t the partnership, No certificate had been made by the 
chief clerk ; but it was alleged that the defendant had 
admitted that the sum was due from bim, or that, at any 








rate, the evidence’ showed that it was in fact due. The. 
Vice-Chancellor refused. the application, but it was 
4 the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and 
hesiger, L.JJ.). It was urged on behalf of the defendant 
that it was.contrary to the settled practice of the old Court 
of Chancery, and now of the Chancery Division, to order 
money to be paid into court, even after decree, by one of 
the parties, except upon an admission by him that it was 
due, or upon the report. or certificate. In the particular 
case the court were of opinion that there was in fact a 
sufficient admission by the defendant, But they said that, 
according to the practice, it was not necessary either that 
there should be an admission, or that the certificate should 
have been made. To give the court jurisdiction, it wag 
enough that it should appear by the evidence that the sum 
in question was due from the one party to the other. The 
court was then entitled, not finally to determine the rights 
of the parties with regard to the sum in question, but to 
provide for its security by directing it to be paid into court. 
Thesiger, L.J., said that this jurisdiction of the Chancery 
Division is a very convenient. one, and he should be glad 
to see it extended to the other divisions of the High Court, 
where at present the jurisdiction is limited to cases of 
admission in the pleadings. 


ae 


ComMPany— WInpING-ur—Futty Pam vp SHAREs— 
EVIDENCE OF PayMentT—Companies Act, 1867, s. 25,— 
The question of the liability of the holder of shares issued as 
fully paid up, came before the Court of Appeal again on the 
13th inst. in a case of In re The Church and Empire Fire In- 
surance Company, under the following circumstances :—The 
company, being, in March, 1876, desirous of raising fresh 
capital, put forth a prospectus of the issue of 25,000 new 
shares, of the nominal valueof £1 each. The prospectus stated 
that the whole amount of the shares was to be paid upon 
allotment, The secretary sent a copy of the prospectus to 
the proprietor of a newspaper, asking him whether he would 
be willing to advertize the prospectus in his paper for three 
months, upon the terms of receiving payment in fully paid 
up shares of the company. His ordinary terms for adver- 
tizing were payment in cash. He replied that he wonld 
advertize the prospectus for three months on receiving 
seventy-five fully paid up shares. His ordinary charge 
would have been £75 in cash prepaid. A certificate of 
seventy-five shares fully paid up was then sent to him by the 
company, and his name was entered on the company’s 
register as the holder of them. He sent the company a bill 
for £75 receipted, and he advertized the prospectus in his 
newspaper for thirteen successive weeks. The company was 
afterwards wound up, and Ha!l, V.C., held that his name 
must te placed on the list of contributories for seventy-five 
shares, upon which nothing had been paid. It was urged 
before the Court of Appeal eo M.R., and Baggallay and 
Thesiger, L.JJ.) that the case was governed by Spargo's 
case (21 W. R. 306, L. R. 8 Ch. 407), and that the shares 
must be taken to have been really paid for in cash. There 
was, it was said, a debt presently due from the shareholder 
to the company on the allotment, of the whole amount of 
the shares, and a debt presently due from the company to 
him for £75 for the advertizing. These debts could by agree- 
ment be set off against each other, and there would be suf- 
ficient to support a plea of payment in an action at law for 
the calls on the shares. The court, however, held that the 
agreement between the company and the shareholder was 
simply o2e for the giving of the shares, whatever they might 
be worth, in return for the services rendered to the company. 
The company never owed him any wna | for the advertiz- 
ing, and never intended toowe himany. There was nothing 
that could support a plea of payment at law, and Spargo’s 
case did not apply. The bargain between the parties was 
one which eection 25 said should not be carried out, and the 
shares must be paid for in cash. It was also eontended 
that, according to the recent decision of the Court of Appeal 
in Re the Brittsh Targpe Linseed Cake Company (ante, p. 
225), the company (and through them the liquidator), after 
having itsued a certificate that the shares were fully paid 
up, were estopped from saying they had not been paid for. 
The court, however, pointed out that that was only a decision 
that the ordinary evidence of payment could be used in such 
acase, But there the shares had got into the hands ofa 
transferee, who had no notice of tie circumstances ander 
which the shares were originally issued. This, however, 
could not apply to the original holder of the shares, who 
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had full notice of these circumstances. The decision of the 
Vice- Chancellor was, therefore, affirmed. 





Practice—REFERENCE TO SPECIAL REFEREE TO REPORT 
—PartraL ADOPTION OF REPoRT—JUDICATURE Act, 1873, 
s. 56.—In a case of the Dunkirk Colliery Company v. 
Lever, before the Master of the Rolls on the 8th inst., a 
motion was made to strike out a portion of the report of a 
special referee as to the amount of damage payable to the 
plaintiffs for breach of contract, and to adopt the remainder 
as the Master of the Roll’s judgment in the action. The 
learned judge adopted the report partially. But ina case 
of Wood vy. Barnicot, before the Master of the Rolls on the 
2nd inst., his lordship stated that the correct mode of vary- 
ing or adopting the referee’s report was by summons, treating 
the report as a sort of chief clerk’s certificate, and that 
would be his practice for the future. 





PracTICE—JUDGMENT IN DEFAULT OF APPEARANCE AT 
Triat—APPLicaTion TO Restore Action To List—Cosrts 
—Onrp. 36, x. 20.—On the 11th inst. application was made 
to Fry, J., to restore an action of Wright v. Clifford to the 
list for trial, under the following circumstances :—The action 
was in the list for trial on the 4th inst. When it was called 
on in its turn no one appeared on behalf of the plaintiff, 
and judgment was thereupon given for the defendant, with 
costs. the 8th inst., the plaintiff, by special leave, gave 
notice of motion to have the judgment set aside and the 
action restored to the list. In support of the application 
the plaintiff's solicitor made an affidavit in which he said 
that there had been negotiations between the parties for a 
settlement of the action, and heads of arrangement had been 
prepared, though no actual agreement had been come to. In 
the meantime he sent his clerk to search the cause list, and 
on the 4th inst. he reported as the result of his search that 
the action was about forty out of the paper for trial. And 
the solicitor said that, relying on this statement and o2 the 
probability that he should be able to arrange terms of com- 
promise before the action could come into the paper, he de- 
ferred delivering briefs to counsel, acd did not know that the 
action had been in the paper for trial till it had been dis- 
missed with costs. And the fact that the plaintiff was not 
represented by counsel was entirely o wing to the mistake 
made by the clerk in searching the causelist. The applica- 
tion was opposed by the defendant. Fry, J., said that if 
the clerk had made a proper search, he would have found 
that many of the earlier causes in the list were marked as 
standing over generally. But his lordship ordered the 
action to be restored, upon the terms of the plaintiff paying 
the costs of the day of trial and the eosts of the application. 
The payment must be made within a week after taxation, 
and, upon payment, the ection might be restored. 


Practice—Secvrity ror CostSs—PLAINTiFF RESIDENT 
OUT oF THE Junispicriox—CounTER-CLAIm.—In a case of 
Winter ficld v. Bradnum, the Queen’s Bench Division had be- 
fore them, on the 11th inst., a motion on av from cham- 
bers. The plaintiff, being a foreigner residiog out of the 
jurisdiction, sued the defendaat for £116 for goods sold and 
delivered. The defendant, by his statement of defence, ad- 
mitted that sum to be due, and by way of set-off and counter- 
elim claimed unliquidated damages to the amount of £700 
for non-delivery of other goods according to contract. The 
defendant thus claimed from the plaintiff £584 more than he 
admitted to bz dae from him to the plaintiff. The defendant 
endeavoured to obtain from a district registrar an order that 
all proceedings in the action should be stayed until the 
plaintiff should have given security for costs to the satisfac- 
tion of a master. The district registrar refused the order. 
The defendant appealed to Field, J., at chanbers, who made 
the order. The court was now moved on appeal from the 
order A Field, J. The court jgenragen C.J,, and Mellor, J.) 
held that the order of Field, J., was wrong, and must be set 
aside. The rule that a plaintiff resident out of the jurisdic- 
tion must | a security stood as it did before the Judicature 
hes. A delendant could then set off w claim for liquidated 
dstmages only, and in thie case the defendant must have 
brought # separate action for his connter-claim, in which case 
the plaintiff would certainly not have been obliged to give 
security for costs. The position of the partios was altered by the 





————a 
Judicature Acts, and the defendant could have his claim aq. 
judicated on in this action. In respect of the counter-oclaj 
the plaintiff in this case was, in point of law, a defendant to 
a separate action. He ought not to be prejudiced by the 
benefit given by the Judicature Act to the defendant. He 
was in the same position as before. The defendant became 
really the litigant party. The order was discharged. 


Practice—Time TO APPEAL—ExTENsion—Orp, 64, p, 
6; Orp. 57, n. 6.—On the 11th inst. the Queen’s Bench 
Division had before them the case of Downes v. The Pelsalj 
Coal and Iron Company, in which Henry Matthews, Q.C, 
moved on appeal from an order of a judge at chambers made 
on the Ist inst. Je/f took the preliminary objection that the 
motion was too late, not being within the eight days limited 
by ord. 54, r, 6, for motions on appeal from chambers, 
Matthews said that notice was given in time to move the court 


on the 9th inst., the last of the eight days, but the court did - 


not sit in Banc onthatday. Jelf referred to Crom v. Samuels 
(25 W. R. 45, L. R. 2 C0. P. D. 21), where it was held that 
the rule was peremptory, and applied, notwithstanding that 
a vacation intervened ; and to Fox v. Wallis (25 W. R. 287, 
L. R. 2C. P. D. 45), where it was held that it was not sufi. 
cient to give the notice of motion within eight days. He 
argued that the appellant should have obtained an extension 
of time under ord. 57, r. 6, or should have applied to another 
division sitting on the last day or at chambers. The court 
(Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor, J.) held that it would be better 
to abide by the rule as it stood, and to say that when the 
court was not sitting on the last day on which a motion 
could be made, the parties coming after would be out of time, 
The court must leave the parties to take out a summons to 
enlarge the time. It was true that this would lead to some 
expense, which was to be regretted, but under the present 
state of arrears of Nisi Prius work it would not be right for 
the court to sit more frequently in Banc. If the parties did 
not take the proper precautionary measares, they must run 
the risk of the court refusing to hear them. In this casa the 
court would grant an extension of time, and hear the case 
on - merits, The court then proceeded to hear the ap- 
peal. 





Obituary. 


MR. GEORGE PATON SMITH. 


Mr. George Paton Smith, barrister, died a fow weeks 
ago at Melbourne. Mr. Smith had been for more thaa 
twenty years resident in Victoria, and had always taken 
a very warm interest in colonial politics, He was engaged 
for @ long time in journalism, and in September, 1861, 
he was called to the bar at Melbourne. He shortly after- 
wards became a member of the Legislative Assembly, 
and soon became known as an active supporter of 
manhood suffrage party. From 1868 till 1869 (in the 
second McCullagh administration) he held the office of 
Attorney-General, bat recently his views had been much 
modified, and during the late political struggles he had 
acted with the Conservative Opposition in the Assembly. 
Mr, Smith was an able and enccessful advocate, and had 
an extensive practice. For about two years his health 
had been failing, but he kept to his work, and only three 
days before his death he was in court, 





Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. James Joszen Casey, barrister, formerly Attorney- 
General of the colony of Victoria, bas 
Commissioner for that colony at the Paris International 
Exhibition. 

Mr. J. W. T. Mirus, solicitor, of 27, Kiog-street, Cheap- 
side, has been elected Monorary Secretary to the City of 
London branch of the Church Defence Institution. 


SSS 
The Karl of Kimberley, Sir Henry Tharston Holland, 
K.O.M.G., Mr. Jobn Gilbert Talbot, M.P., Mr. Samuel 


Whitbread, M.P., and Dr. William Guy have been 
the Commissioners to inquire into the working of the Penal 
Borvitude Acta 
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SHoacteties, 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
jane, London, on Wednesday last, February 13, the follow- 
ing being present:—Mr. Edwin Hedger (in the chair), 
Messrs. Asker (Norwich), Brook, Gregory, M.P., Hunter, 
Keen, Lake, Price, Rickman, Smith, Williamson, and Mr. 
Kiffe (secretary). A sum of £205 was distributed in grants 
of relief, sixteen new members admitted to the association, 
and other business transacted. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


Professor W. A. Hunter read a paper at the meeting of 
this os on Tuesday evening last, which was held in the 
lecture-hall at the Law Institution, Mr. A. M. Ellie, LL.B., 
in the chair, The subject chosen by the learned lecturer 
was: ‘On some Pro Reforms of the Criminal Law— 
Examination of Prisoners; Unanimity of Juries; Evidence 
of Previous Convictions; Public Prosecutors; and Appeals 
in Criminal Cases.” The paper was followed by a dis- 
cussion, in which the following gentlemen took part :—Mr. 
©. Swinfen Eady, Mr. Shirley-Shirley, Mr. J. W. Mills, 
Mr. J. E. Stevens, and Mr. G. 8. Gibb. At the conclusion 
of the debate, Professor Hunter shortly replied to the argu- 
ments which had been put forward, and the meeting, which 
was well attended, terminated with a hearty vote of thanks 
to the lecturer. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A special meeting of this society was held on Monday 
evening last, Mr. Shirley-Shirley being in the chair, to 
consider a motion put forward by Mr. J. S. Rubinstein to 
the effect that “The present position of affairs in the East 
does not justify the demand of the Government for an extra 
supply.” The meeting was well attended, upward of fifty 
gentlemen being present, and the debate was carried on 
with much interest and ability. At the close of the debate, 
which was continued until a late hour, the motion was lost 
by a majority of two. The society held its usual weekly 
meeting at Olement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday last, Mr. 
Kains Jackson being in the chair. The subject of discussion 
was “ That it is desirable to establish one municipalty for 
the whole of London,” and had the effect of drawing a very 
good attendance, and giving rise to an animated debate. 
The motion was ultimately carried by a majority of six. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening, February 5, the above society held 
it 619th ordinary meeting in the library of the Law Society, 
Mr. E. Westwood in the chair. After a very hearty vote 
of thanks had been accorded to Mr. J. Beet Collins, for his 
past services as assistant honorary secretary and librarian, 
twelve new members were elected. A discussion then 
followed upon the subject “That the jury system in civil 
causes should be abolished.” The speakers on the aflfirma- 
tive were Messrs. Edwards, Bayley, Crosskey, Chatwin, and 
Robinson; on the negative, Messrs, Tyler, Freeman, King, 
Cockrane, Adams, Kemp, Hayes, and Withers. ‘The voting 
was in favour of the negative by a large majority. <A vote 
ef thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 


ane 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW 
ASSOCIATION, 


The first presentation of the Heelis gold medals took 
ace on Tuesday at a mecting of the committee of the 
ester Incorporated Law Association, at the Law 

» Cross-street chambers, Tho fund for endowing 

the prize was raisod by the mombersof the legal profession 
in the neighbourhood, as a ‘‘ memorial of the esteem enter- 
tained by the profession for the late Mr. Stephen Heelis, and 
of the services which he rendered to the profession, both by 
an example of maoly and high-minded practice, and by 
the promotion of all measures tending to raise the charac- 





ter and status and to meres the interests of the profession.” 
Afterdefraying the cost of the dies for the medal, the balance 
of the f was invested in the purchaseof £423 consols, 
the dividends on which are applied in providing a gold 
medal, to be annually aw to the legal student who, 
among the candidates from Manchester and Salford, shall in 
each year have the best final examination for admis- 
sion to the profession, provided he attain a sufficient stand- 
ard of merit to entitle him to a prize or honorary certificate 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and shall not have com- 
pleted his 26th year. The medal is a very handsome one, 
being designed and made by Messrs. ser It bears on 
the obverse the seal and legend of the ‘‘ Manchester Incor- 
porated Law Association,” and on the reverse the inscrip- 
tion, “Stephen Heelis prize for Manchester and Salford 
pesca | -_ = : de womaie’ the oo) of the 
successful candidate, and the i term and year in 
respect of which the prize is awarded. The sea 
was made by the president of the Manchester Incorporated 
Law Association, Mr. Bateson Wood; the successful candi- 
dates being, for the year 1874, Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, 
articled to Messrs Grundy & Kershaw; for 1875, Mr. 
Asheton Henry Atkinson, articled to Messrs. Atkinson, 
Saunders, & Company; for 1876, Mr. John Dendy, 
jun., articled to Messrs. Sale, Seddon, & Hilton; and for 
1877, Mr. Rowland Ellis Hodgson, articled to Messrs. Can- 
liffe, Leaf, & Company. 


WOLVERHAMPTON LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The thirty-first general annual meeting of the members 
of the Wolverhampton Law Association was recently held 
at the Law Library, Wolverbampton. Mr. H. H. Fowler 
occupied the chair, and there were present Messrs. T. 
Waterhouse, H. Kitson, C. B. Smith, J. Riley, S. J. 
Walker, J. W. Stirk, J. E. Underhill, E. H. Thorne, R. W. 
Rutter, T. Walker, G. W. Walker, S. W. Page, H. C. Owen, 
H. Langman, and H. Brevitt, hon. sec. A statement of 
the receipts and disbursements for the year ending January 
18, 1878, was presented by the treasurer, which showed a 
balance in the treasurer’s hands of £42 93. 5d. The report 
of the committee was presented, from which we take the 
following extracts :— 

Members.—Four new ordinary members of the association 
have been elected during the pasi year. At the present 
time, therefore, there are twenty-one proprietary members, 
thirty ordinary members, and four honorary members of 
the Law Library. 

Points of Practice. —The points of practice formerly acted 
upon by the association have been revised and added to, 
and your committee beg to call the attention of members 
to same. 

Wolverhampton Law Association Prize.—Mr. Alfred 
Whitehouse, articled to Mr. John Whitehouse, a member 
of the association, being the student who, amongst the 
members of class 1 of the regulation made 9th of January, 
1877, and relating to this prize, appeared in the published 
list of candidates of the Incorporated Law Sooiety as 
being at the final examination held in Easter sittings, 1S77, 
and also amongst the students of the class aforesaid who 
had presented themselves for final examination durivg the 
year 1877, first in order of merit, and to whom the council 
of the Incorporated Law Society have awarded the prize 
of the Honourable Society of Clifford's-inn, this committee 
do declare that he is entitled to the Wolverhampton Law 
Association Prize. Mr. Whitehouse having selected as such 
prizv Hallam’s Constitational History and Middle Ages, 
this committee recommend that in pursuance of regulation 
3 the same be presented to him at this meeting. 

It was proposed by Mr. H. H. Fowler, and seconded 
Mr. T. Walker, that the report be received, printed, 
eiroulated. 

—e and committee for the ensuing year were 
ected. 

The president (Mr. H. H. Fowler) then presented to Mr. 
A. Whitehouse the Wolverhampton Law Association Prize. 

It waa proposed by Mr, B. H. Thorne, and seconded by 
Mr. 8. W. Page—That a b vote of thanks be given 
to the —s president, Mr, H, H, Fowler, for his services 
in the ohair during the past year,—Carried . 

It was proposed by Mr, H. H. Fowler, and seconded 
Mr. H, C. Owen—That a vote of thanks be presented to 
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Mr. H. Brevitt for his services as secretary during the 
past year.—Carried unanimously. 

It was proposed by Mr. H. H. Fowler, and seconded by 
Mr. T. Waterhouse—That a vote of thanks be presented 
to Mr. S. W. Page for his services as treasurer during the 
past year. 


creer 


NOTTINGHAM INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The third annual meeting of the society was held at the 
Town Hall, Nottingham, on the 28th of January, 1878, the 
president (J. Watson, Esq.) inthe chair. It was resolved— 
**That the annual report of the council be taken as read, 
and that the same be received and adopted.” 

It was resolved—That the best thanks of this society 
are due to Mr. Watson for the ability and courtesy that he 
has displayed in the office of president during the past 


ear. 

It was resolved—That the thanks of this society be 
iven to the Incorporated Law Society of the United 
| “se for the courtesy shown in their communications 
with this society. 

The officers and members of the council for the ensuing 

were elected. 

The report, after stating that nine new members had been 
elected during the year, and that the present number of 
members is seventy-two, the number last year being sixty- 
four, contains the following remarks on subjects of general 
interest :-— 


Conveyencing charges.—It was stated in the last annual 
that the question of the adoption in Nottingham of 
some uniform rate of ad ralorem charges in conveyancing 
been directed to — ig hs eee 
of conveyancing charges nceorpora 
icty cf the United Kingdom with the approval of 
Chancellor. In Jane last, the council communi- 
. E. W. Williamson as to when the scale was 
published, and were informed that it was still 
Lord Chancellor for his approval. The scale has 
yet been isencd, consequently, it will be for the succeed- 
p+ ase to consider whether it pate Bory still 

to the subject, or to p' with the pre- 
Z Peete. i , " 

Cinditions of sale.—The form of contitions of sale by 
public auction issued by the society appears to have worked 
well in practice, no complaint thereon having been laid 
before the council From communications received from 
other law sccieties, the council believe that the adoption 
of 2 local printed form of conditions of sale will become 
general in important localitics. 


: 


ey 
ut 


tee 
ts 


He 


; the two following 
resclations, to which they invite the attention of every 
member:-—1. “*That this council recommends that n9 
alteration be made in the amount of charges for conditions 
of sale, by reason of the printed form of the conditions of 
sale prepared by this society being used by solicitors,” 
2 ~Theat this couscil recommends that cases of open con- 
tract should. s0 far as possible, be dealt with as if the com- 
mon form conditions of sale prepared by this society were 
incorporated.” 

law Amendment —The eoancil considered 
the Bill introdeced last sesion the Lord Chancellor, 
and which, alter parsing through the House of Lords, was 
withdrawn om reaching the House of Commons, in con- 
sequence A the ahvance’ period of the session. The council 
were strongly of opinion that all the advantages of the 
Bai conls te bever obtaine’ by an amendment of the 


pees. 

The High Cort of Justice Cots Bill—mVeling that the 
Bll imervtuced inte the Home A Commons v7 r Henry 
Jackson, C, Gating last wemion, was one that ought to 
rectise te sayport A the pression, providing ss it aiA 
bn phr migns § as @ ale, A the system of party and 


Se npeat seage-on Baer yond m yr A 
atm, the sro reachved to petition the House of 
Ligte (9 whit: te WA had then ) in ite favor, but 


object of the Bill. The council beg to refer the members 
to the case of Mackley v. Chillingworth (L. R. 2 ©. P. D, 
273), as being a decision of great importance with reference 
to the allowance of witnesses’ charges. 

Real Property Limitation Act, 1874—The council beg to 


which commences on the Ist of January, 1879, by which 
the following important changes are made—the limita‘ion 
of twenty years, formerly allowed for making an entry or 
distress, or bringing an action to recover land or rent, or 
money charged upon land, or cay is reduced to twelve 
years. In eases of any disability, the allowance of ten. 
years from the termination thereof or previous death, is. 
reduced to six years. No time is to be allowed for absence 
beyond the seas. The utmost allowance for disabilities is 
also reduced from forty to thirty years. Section 10 of this 
Act appears virtually to repeal sub-section 2 of the 25th 
section of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, 
which enacted that the Statutes of Limitation‘should not be 
applicable to express trusts. The council are of opinion 
that every member would do well to communicate the effect 
of this Act to those of his clients who would probably 
be affected thereby, so that any question of lights or other 
a may be dealt with prior to the commencement of 
the Act. 

In an appendix to the report are given the following 
(among other) resolutions of the council :— 

“ That it be a recommendation to the profession that the 
solicitor to the lessor shall engross not only the lease but the 
counterpart also.’’—December 7, 1875. 

‘That it be recognised as a rule of the profession that 
gold or Bank of England notes be always provided for com- 
pletion of a purchase or mortgage, unless some other mode 
of payment is previously agreed upon.”’—January 12, 1876. 

** That where a solicitor receives purchase or mortgage 
money on behalf of any person, he shall produce a written 
authority for so doing.” —January 12, 1876. 

‘*That in pursuance of the resolution passed at the quar- 
terly ger of the council, held on the 12th day of 
January, 1876, the following form of written authority be 
adopted by the profession in Nottingham. — March 7, 
1876. 

To . My Solicitors, Messrs. of Nottingham, are 
authorized by me to receive from you, on my behalf, the sum 


of being the money, due on the which I 
have executed, and also the interest on the same. 

** Dated this day of one thousand eight 
bundred and seventy 6 


“That, in accordance with resolutions of the Incorpor- 
ated Law Society of the United Kingdom, it is inconsistent 
with fair practice for the solicitor of a mortgagee to refuse 
an examination of the title deeds with an abstract on the 
grovnd that such abstract has uot been prepared by himself, 
or to refuse to furnish an abstract of any particular deeds in 
the possession of the mortgagee, when an abstract of all 
the deeds is not required.”—-May 9, 1876. 

“That this council recommends to the profession ia 
Nottingham that it be a practice on entering an appearance 
in the district registry, to give notice thereof forthwith 
to the plaintiff's solicitor or agent.”—November 3, 1876. 

“* That this council recommends that no member of the 
society shal sign a petition in favour of ary application to 
— with the necessity of the applicant passin, 
preliminary examination, prior to entering into articles of 
clerkship, unlers such application shall have previously been 
invest by and received the sanction of this council.”— 
November 3, 1876, 

“* That in the case of sales under auction conditions, if # 
condition be inserted binding the purch«ser to pay for balf 
cmbract, ths charge shall be 10s, 6d, where the purchase 
money is under £1,000, ond £1 1s. where it is £1,000 and 
upwards, That in the case of sales by private con'ract, 
where different solicitors are engaged, each party shall py 
his own solicitor’s charges, en's where the same sol 

acts for both parties, the charges shall be equally divided.” 
—~ December 12, 1476, 


Mr. Berjeant Pulling is candidate for the Recordensbly 
of the of Londen: rendered vacant by r 

Mr. Kumell Gurney, and in the event of the p of Six 
Thomas Chombers to the office, he will become « candidate 





for the pout of Common Serjeant, 


call the attention of the members to the operation of this Act,. 
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{HE LORD CHANCELLOR AND THE LORD 
CHIEF JUSTICE ON NISI PRIUS ARREARS. 


A-ccorrespondence between the Lord Chancellor and the 
Lord Chief Justice of England respecting Nisi Prius arrears 
has been laid before Parliament. © correspondence opens 


qith a letter from— 


The Lord Chancellor to the Lord Chief Justice. 
My dear Lord Chief Justice, 8th November, 1877, 
our attention, I have no doubt, has been directed to the 
e number of cases entered for trial in the Nisi Prius 
lists for London and Middlesex. 

J am well aware of the numerous demands upon the time 
of her Majesty's judges arising out of the more frequent 
assizes, the pressure of business at chambers, the Central 
Criminal Court, and the formation of divisional courts, and 
the consequent difficulty of providing for a number of Nisi 
Priuscourts. At the same time I hope it may be found pos- 
sible, in the present emergency, and even at the risk of dis- 

some of the other sittings, to make a strenuous 
effort to reduce the Nisi Prius arrears. 

I shall be qnite . prepared to Jay before the Government 
for their consideration any observations which your lordship 

desire to make as to the adequacy of the present judi- 
jal strength for the duties which they have to discharge. 
Believe me, &c., 
signed) 
The right honourable the Lord Chief Justice. 


The Lord Chief Justice to the Lord Chancellor. 

Dear Lord Chancellor, December 10, 1877. 

I have not been unmindful of your letter of the 8th of 
November, in which, writing to me on the subject of Nisi 
Prius arrears in London and Middlesex, you invite “‘ any 
observation I have to make as to the adequacy of the present 
aan strength for the duties the judges have to dis- 

e. ” 


CarEns. 


Prior to the receipt of your lordship’s letter, the judges 
bad met to consider whether any measures could be adopted 
to reduce the arrears, and had resolved, as far as was 
practicable, to make the other business of the courts subordi- 
nate for the moment to that of Nisi Prius ; and arrangements 
were accordingly made with a view to this object. 

Ihave waited till the result of the late Middlesex sittings 
should have been ascertained before answering your letter. 
{ have now an official statement of the result of the sittings, 
which terminated on the 30th of November last, to which I 
beg to call your attention. [The Lord Chief Justice then re- 
fers to the results of this statement, and to thesimultaneous 
sittings’at Guildhall and Westminster. He then proceeds :—] 
An bo te element in the inquiry as to how the arrears 
can be kept down is the bg a as to how they have arisen. 
Has there boen any sudden increase of legal business? If 
80, is it likely to increase still farther ; or, on the contrary, 
to diminish ; or to remain about the same? I have en- 
deavoured to obtain statistical information on this head, but 
Thave not found it practicable, in consequence of the large 
proportion of writs issued, under the new system, from the 

humerous country registries, instead of all writs bein, 
issued, as heretofore, in London. The opinion, however, o 
officers connected with the Visi Prius courts, founded on 
former experience, coupled with such statistical information 
&8 we possess, is that in late years the number of actions 
boon By gr rte till the last two years, since whivh it 
has somewhat diminished. 1 see no reason to doubt the 
éorrectness of this opinion. The number of causes entered 
fortrial has certainly been of late somewhat less, Whether 
bpp change is oo to take place in this respect can 
be a matter of speculation, Exceptional periods of 
Prosperity, by the stimulus they give to commercial activity, 
and corresponding I cheno of depression, from the failure 
ta the fulfilment of pecuniary and commercial obligations 
which they are apt to produce, have a tendency to occasion 
tuations in the amouat of lege! business, But I cannot 
Chink that the number of actions will materially decrease 
w the prevent rate, Spocifle causes might be referred to 
@ having produced tho groat increase of legal business 
the common law courts which has arisen in late 
Jears—suoh, for inetance, an the inorease of population 
@nd trade; the increase in the oarrying trade of this 
. country, aivi 


rise to nomerons shipping cases; the ia- 


@reasing number of publio eas ene Wy om Boag —_. by 
P ; 


many of them have been broug 











the spread of railways, and the injuries arising from the 
accidents which so frequently occur on them ; and last, 
not least, the facility which the easy and rapid commani- 
cation with the metropolis affords for trying country cases in 
London, and the encouragement which this gives to laying 
the venue accordingly. My own persuasion is that it 
would be unwise to reckon on any material dimination in 
the amount of legal business to be transacted in the coarte. 
I attribute the accumulation of arrears to the increase in 
the number of actions and causes to be tried beyond what 
it used formerly to be, to the inadequacy of the judicial 
strength to deal with them, and in some degree to the 
want of a sufficient number of courts, which occasionally, 
when there are judges free to sit at Wisi Prius, prevents 
the full number from being employed. 

That there should be a heavy arrear of causes standing 
for trial is, of course, matter of common regret. Bat it 
must not be assumed—and any such assertion should be 
met by the most decided negative—that the faalt is with 
the judges. The evil has arisen from the causes I have 
been referring to—causes over which the judges could have 
no con! d from the insufficiency of their number to 
keep down the arrears, especially since their number was 
redaced, the reduction having unfortunately been made 
just at the time when this influx of dusiness was pouring 


in, 

Those who thiok that more might be done by the judges 
must be but imperfectly acquainted with the procedure and 
details of the common law department, or with the work 
which the judges are called upon to do. There are those 
who seem to think that the judges have no’ to do but 
to try causes at Nisi Prins in London and Mi ; and 
that a sufficient number of judges can at all times be found 
to keep at least six Nisit Prius courts going. Sach persons 
fail to take into account the numerous calls that are made 
on the courts, and on individual judges, quite independently 
of the jurisdiction to be exercised in the matter of actions 
at law in Middlesex and London. Lord Chief Justice 
then enumerates these duties of the judges.] 

From the numerous and varied duties which the judges 
have thus to perform, it is matter of constant oecurrence that 
a sufficient number of judges cannot be found te sit in the 
six Nist Prixs courts, which it has always been the aim of 
the judges to have sitting either at Westminster or Guildhall. 
Of course, if there are to be contemporaneous sittings at both 

laces, the difficulty must of necessity be greatly imereased. 

hat the object can only be accomplished periodically, if at 
all, is, I think, quite certain—that is, at times whea the ex- 
ceptional state of the Banc business of the divisional courts 
enables them to suspend any portion of their sittings for the 
sake of Nisi Prius, or when there bappens to be no call on 
the judges for the discharge of any of the duties which lie 
beyond the sphere of the divisional courts te which they be- 
long. On many of the cecasions to which I have referred, 
when such extraneous duties have to be performed, the thing 
becomes simply impossible. 

I come now to the last of the causes which have contributed 
to limit the number of trials at Visi Prius, and ihus te create 
arrears ; 1 mean the want of eourts. Till this we 
have been enabled, through the courtesy of the Mi 
magistrates, to use, when sessions were not being held there, 
the Sessions Court House at Westminster. Bat this year, ia 
consequence of the Sessions House at Clerkenwell being 
under repair, this accommodation has been withdrawa. 

It is true that, on the attention of the Government being 
called by the judges to the insufficiency of accommodation, 
whereby they were prevented from helding as courts 
as was desirable, two rooms at the heuen $ Richmond 
terrace, were placed at their dis: ; and much has been 
made of the fact of the judges having declined this offer, 
Observations were made with reference te it in ns: eg 
which the judges could not but feel te be offasive 
unjust, I cannot help thinking that had yoar lendship dean 
as Well acquainted with these apartments aa I am, you weald 
have thought the refusal of the Judges perftetly right. 
are merely roome in an andieary house, which, thoagh 
may be welladapted to the fer whieh ther hare 
been hitherto employed, ni he the meetings of Govern: 
ment commissions, ate devoid of all accommodation suah aa 


of accommoda urors, Counsel, soligiters, or witnesses, stilt 
leas the rps and the public; with refereeee te the 
latter, of whom I caanet help observing that oar legal pros 
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ceedings are intended to be held coram populo, in o 
courte, not in rooms in a house up one or two pair of stairs. 
I should add that, if a jury desired, as so frequently hap- 

s, to retire to consider of their verdict, there is no room 
available for the purpose. Under these circumstances, the 
judges being of opinion that these apartments were wholly 
unfit to be used as cour!s of justice, declined to avail them- 
selves of the offer of the Government, and could not but 
feel aggrieved and hurt at their motives in doing so having 
been questioned or made the subject of ridicule. 

The result of all these causes of embarrassment is not 
only that arrears have accumulated, but also that, owing to 
the frequent interruption to the regularity of sittings, parties 
are left in uncertainty as to whether and when tneir causes 
will come on. 

On the other hand, the business, I am glad to say, of the 
courts in Banc is in a most bealthy condition, there being, 
in two of the courts at least, practically no arrears, and in 
the third, none of serious moment. This state of things, of 
course, tends to facilitate the holding the full number of 
Nisi Prius courts, and on the present occasion has enabled 
the judges to appoint the concurrent sittings in Middlesex 
and London; and, if the average amount of legal business 
should remain stationary, and the holding of Nisi Prius 
sittings in London and Middlesex should, on further experi- 
ence, prove practicable and expedient, we may hope that, to 
a considerable extent, arrears will be kept down. 

For the reasons I have given relating to the numerous and 
varied calls on the time of the judges I entertain serious 
doubt whether this can be fully and gers ad accomplished, 
in a manner altogether satisfactory, with the present number 
of judges, but whether and when their number should be in- 
creased I must leave to the judgment of your lordship and 
her Majesty’s Goverament.—lI am, &c., 

(Signed) A. E, Cocksurn. 
The right honourable the Lord Chancellor. 


Subsequently the Lord Chief Justice again wrote to the 

Lord Chancellor as follows :— 
12th January, 1878. 

Dear Lord Chancellor,—In my letter of the 10th of 
December I communicated, for the information of your lord- 
ship and her Majesty’s Government, the state of the judicial 
business in the common law department up to the close of 
the Wisi Prius sittings in Middlesex, which terminated on 
the 30th of November. 

I then informed you that the arrear of causes for trial, 
which, at the commencement of the sittings stood at 862, had 
been reduced to 466. I at the same time informed you that, 
although the sittings at GuildhalJ, at which six courts were 
to sit, bad commenced, the judges had resolved on trying the 
experiment of holding contemporaneous sittings at Nisi Prius 
in Middlesex. This was accordingly done. I had hoped 
that by this means about 100 more causes might have been 
got rid of; but some of the causes proved heavy, and the 
number disposed of did not exceed eighty-six. Still, we 
have thus a further reduction of the arrears to 380 causes. 
. - - From the official returns made to me it a that up 
to the conclusion of the Middlesex sittings, that is, to the 
30th of November, there had been entered twenty-eight 
special and 229 common jury causes, in all 257 causes, 
which, added to the number of causes remaining untried, 
gives a total of 637 causes, To these must be added the 
causes entered since. These are just under 100 in number. 
According to the last return there are now 167 special and 
569 common jury causes—in all, 736—standing for trial. 
We must antici that fresh causes will be entered from 
day to day; I entertain considerable doubt whether for 
the ensuing month we sball be able, owing to the reduction 
of the ble number of judges, to keep pace in tryin 
causes with the entry of new causes which ms be expected 
a ect ieee we be oni. [tbe Lad a pre 

refers to its of judges during 
winter assizcs, &c., an says:—] 

Under all these circumstances, I fear that, while so large 
a number of the judges are absent, but little will 
be made with the trial of causes in the Metropolis. 

On the other hand, I t to state that the experiment of 
bolding Nisi Prius courts at Westminster contemporancously 
with the Nisi Prius sittings at Guildhall, though not un- 
attended with some inconvenience, bas been found practi- 
cable within the limits to which it was on the late occasion 
meer eS ae an to the trial of common 
jury causes. Middlesex common jury causes are 





oreo of a less substantial character than those ip 
mdon, and are frequently intrusted to the conduct of 
counsel less established in business than those who lead in 
the heavier business of the Gity. I see no reason why that 
which was done the other day may not be repeated, which, 
of course, will materially sssist in keeping down the Nist 
Prius arrears. 

Thus far I have confined my statement to the causes in 
Middlesex. I now proceed to give you the state of the busi- 
ness in London. 

The total number of causes standing for trial in London at 
the commencement of the sittings beginning on the 12th of 
December was 509. Of these, 273 (being above one-half) 
were disposed of, leaving a residue of 336. T'o these must 
be added fifty-two causes entered during the course of the 
sittings, making a total of 288 causes. Other causes have 
since been entered, and the list now numbers 332 causes, 
being a gain upon the arrears at the beginning of November 
of 177 eauses. But, on the other hand, nearly a month 
must elapse before Nisi Prius sittings can again be held in 
London, and numerous causes will, beyond doubt, be 
entered in the interval, possibly a sufficient number to bring 
the arrears back to their former standard. 

It must also be borne in mind that no sooner will the 
next sittings in Middlesex and London have been brought to 
a close than the spring circuits will supervene, during which, 
from the absence of so many of the judges, an accumulation 
of causes waiting for tria] in London and Middlesex must of 
necessity ensue. The same thing must also happen during 
the summer circuit, and during the time which will elapse 
prior to the resumption of business in November. 

Under all the circumstances—although the judges have 
resolved to make every effort to keep down the Nisi Prius 
arrears, and (so far as is consistent with what is absolutely 
necessary in other branches of their duty) to make the Nisi 
Prius sittings their principal object—I do not feel justified 
in entertaining any sanguine expectation of seeing a material 
difference in the state of the arrears at any period of the 
current year as compared with the corresponding period of the 
last, more especially if a fourth circuit is to be considered asa 
permanent institution. Should my wie be realized, I 
am ataloss tosuggest any means whereby the judicial strength, 
as at present existing, can be made available to overcome the 
difficulty. Iam aware that among the schemes of over- 
confident (I almost said rash) legislation which have been 
suggested, it has been proposed that every court, whether 
sitting for the trial of issues of fact or for the determination 
of questions of law, shall consist of a single judge. I can- 
not but think that any further change in that direction 
would be attended with mischievous results, Whileappear- 
ing to add to the judicial strength, by enabling a greater 
number of courts to be held, it would have the effect of 
diminishing the weight and authority of judicial decision, 
and so would tend to leave the law unsettled, or else would 
multiply appeals. It would be idle to suppose that the de- 
cisions of a court consisting of a single judge can, ceteris 
paribus, command the same respect as those of a court com- 
posed of two, three, or four members, Whatever advan- 
tages may otherwise have been gained, it would be to de- 
ceive ourselves, I think, to suppose that the dignity and 
authority of our courts have not been impaired by the dimi- 
nution of thenumber of judges composing them. Nor dol 
believe that the decision of the single judge is so likely to 
be right as thatof a plurality of on e discussion * 
which takes place among judges on questions of difficulty 
has (I speak from a long experience) a salutary effect in pre- 
venting error and leading to sound conclusions. The delay 
of jastice, is no doubt, a grievous evil; but ee gy of de- 
cision may be porcnae too Lome if obtai a3 the = 
pense of unsoun ments, ing to pro. 
and ha gp arising on appeal. Besides, ppg pore 
pointed out, in a variety of instances, the common law 
courts exercise appellate jorisdiction over the decisions or 
rulings of other ogee jurisdiction which it would be 
unseemly, as well as inexpedient, fora single jadge to 


If, then, the present rate of business should be maintained, 
I see no other course for overcoming the existing and pre- 
venting fatare arrears than the appointment of more juges, 
£0 as, ledependentiy of the numerous other calls on m6 
of the jadges, to ensure the peng contiouous and un- 
faterropted isi Prius sittings in six courts in Middlesex 
and three in London, and vice versa. 

Here, however, the observation again arises that any esti- 
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mate of the Nist Prius business for the coming year must 
be more or less speculative, and that further experience may 
be necessary to determine how far the new system of judi- 
cial administration may be adequate to prevent the fr 
arising from the accumulation of untried causes. As I 
have already said, whether and when more judges should 
be appointed must be left to the judgment of. your lordship 
and her Majesty’s Government.—I beg, &c., 
(Signed) A. E. Cocxzury, 

The right honourable the Lord Chancellor. 








Legal Pews. 


A meeting of the Judicature Acts (Legal Offices) Com- 

mission was held at 13, Delahay-street, this week. There were 

mt the Master of the Rolls (Chairman), Mr. Justice 

, Mr. F. Herschell, Q.C., M.P., Mr. W. Law, C.B., 

Mr. F. W. Rowsell, Mr. E. F. Burton, Mr. H. L. Pemberton, 
and the Hon. H. Cuffe, secretary. 


In the case of Chilton v. Mayor of London, heard at the 
Rolls on Friday week, the right of pannage was discussed 
at great length. The Master of the Rolls said all the 
dictionaries were agreed that pannage was simply a right 
to go into another man’s wood and allow pigs to eat the 
acorns or beech mast which fell on the ground. The 
drovers of the pigs had no right to take the acorns off the 
trees or even to shake them, and the owner of the woods 
had the right to cut the trees when ripe for so doing, and 
to lop the pollards in the ordinary course of management. 


At meetings of members of the old Home Circuit and 
the present South-Eastern Circuit, held on Tuesday at the 
Inner Temple lecture-hall, Mr. F. M. White, Q.C., in the 
chair, it was resolved, in spite of some opposition, that 
there should in future be no bar mess in Surrey, and that 
the wine and money in Surrey belonging to theold Home 
Circuit, should be handed over to and accepted by the 
South-Eastern Circuit. The resolution was challenged on 
the ground that it was psrily carried at the first meeting, 
that of the Home Circuit, by the votes of Barristers who 
were members of the South-Eastern Circuit, but not of the 
Home Circuit, The objection was, however, overruled, 


The Bill in relation to vagrants introduced in the Legis- 
lature, says the Albany Law Journal, is stringent enough 
in its provisions to suppress the tramp nuisance, that is, if 
severe penalties, with a possibility of the prompt enforce- 
ment thereof, will have that effrct. By it police magis- 
trates and justices of the peace are required to commit 
those convicted of vagrancy to the work-house for not less 
than ninety days; for a second offence not less than six 
months, and for the third offence an indefinite time, it 
being provided that no term shall be stated in the commit- 
ment. Vagrant laws of a stringent character, passed in 
Maine and Illinois, have been declared unconstitutional. 


“ Assizes”’ writing tothe Times, suggests the following 
for lessening the lists in London, and at the same time 
making trial at the assizes more easy :—“ At present the assizes 
are never fixed until the last moment, and, consequently 
no solicitor knows when to commence prepariog for trial, 
and the result is he is thrown over until the next assizee, 
when the same result may happen ; and so to avoid this 
country causes are entered in London. Now, sir, if the assizes 
were fixed each year or once for all by an Order in Council, 
and days were also fixed on which, and on which alone, 
causes could be entered for trial at the respective assize towns, 
and such entry was made in the district registry instead of 
(as at present) with the clork of the assize when the commis- 
sion is opened, then suitors, solicitors, and others would 
know with certainty how to act. And, in addition, if the 
entry of causes in the large towns was made six days before 
the assizes, the number of causes could be transmitted to 
pajndges of assize, and sy the number of days be fixed for 
g an assizein that town with regard to the number of 
causes, As quarter sess'ons are fixed for the quarter months 
why thould they bo broken in upon if it is possible to avoid 
? I would suggest that the assizo for assize counties 
id be commenced on the 20th of November, the regu 

lar spring assizes on the 18th of February, enother gaol de- 
livery (if necessary) in May, and the summer aasize on the 


24th of June, thus avoiding, as far as ible * 
ference with quarter Passe ot possible, any inter 


_ Areturn obtained by Sir. W. Vernon Harcourt has been 
issued giving the number of days on which each of the judges 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature sat in court or in chambers 
for the transaction of E sec s business, between the dates 
of the Ist of July, 1876, and the Ist of July, 1877. Great 
difficulty, it appears, has been experienced in compiling the 
figures, as no one has been charged with the duty of 

ing note of the judges’ attendance at the common law 
chambers or of their sittings in Banco, The days of sit- 
ing for judicial business are set forth. The Master of the 
of the Rolls sat 207 days in the year, the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of England 135, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas 146, and the Lord Chief Baron 103, Lord Justice 
James sat 186 days. The Lord Chancellor sat only 15 days 
in court, The sittings of the other judges are also given. 
At chambers the sittings were over 270 days, and for 40 days 
two judges attended, which would represent about 310 sit- 
tings by the 12 puisne judges. Details are given as to the 
sittings in the appeal courts. In the Chancery Division the 
Lord Chancellor sat two days, and 13 in the Ap Court. 
In the Chancery Division Vice Chancellor M sat 200 
days, Vice Chancellor Bacon 204, including 28 days as 
Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, and Vice-Chancellor Hall 200. 
In Probate and Divorce, Sir James Hannen sat 167 days, and 
Sir. R. Phillimore 21 in Protate and Divorce, and 145 in 
Admiralty in court ; and they sat in chambers, as required, 
before the sittings of the court. 





— 





Pending Legislation. 


BREACH OF PROMISE OF MARRIAGE. 
A Bill to Abolish the Action of Breach of Promise of 
Marri 
(Mr. Herschell, Mr. Rodwell, and Mr. Ryder.) 

This Bill provides that “from and after the passing of this 
Act no person shall be entitled to maintain an action in 
respect of the breach of a promise to marry; provided 
always, that this shall not apply to any action commenced 
before the passing of this Act.” 





BILLS OF SALE. 
A Bill to consolidate and ey the Law relating to Bills 
of Sale. 
(Mr. Sampson Lloyd and others. j 

By this Bill it is proposed to repeal the Bills of Sale 
Act, 1854, and the Bills of Sale Act, 1866. By 
clause 4 the Act is to apply to every bill of sale 
(whether the same be absolute, or subject or not 
subject to any trast) whereby the holder or grantee has 
power, either with or without notice, and either im- 
mediately or at any future time, to seize or take possession 
of any property or effects comprised in or made subject to 
such bill of sale. Clause 5 relates to the interpretation of 
terms, and re-enacts section 7 of 17 & 18 Vict. o. 36. 

Clause 6 provides that every conveyance, mortgage, or 
assignment of lands or hereditaments whereby the grantor 
or assignor being a tenant of such lands or hereditaments, 
grants, conveys, or assigns any trade fixtures, shall, so far 
as regards such trade fixtures, be subject to all the provi- 
sions of this Act, as if the same were a bill of sale to which 
this Act applies. In this seotion ‘ trade fixturea” means 
avy fixtures which the grantor or assignor of such convey- 
ance, mortgage, or assignment has power to sever and re- 
move, except steam engines or water engines, and the 
power in a reg connecting such engines 

le fixtures, 


with any remo’ 

By clause 7, @ attornment, instrament, or t 
whereby a power of distress is given or agreed to iver 
by any person being a trader to any other poche! 
or partly by way of seourity for any present, or 





contingent debt or advance, or in any 
in of the rent or value of the 
to w the power of distress re’ 


any property or effects w 


; 
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power of distress, be subject to all the provisions of this 
Act, as if such attornment, instrument, or agreement were 
@ bill of sale to which this Act applies, and as if such 
property or effects were c comprised therein. In 
this section “‘trader’’ has the same meaning as in the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Clause H relating to avoidance of unregistered bill of 
gale in certain cases, re-enacts the latter part of section 1 
of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36. Subsequent clauses relate to mode 
of registering bills of sale; renewal of registration every 
five years ; form of register; the registrar ; reotification 
of register; entry of satisfaction, and office copies or ex- 


tracts. 

Clause 16 provides that every affidavit required by 
this Act may be sworn before a master of any division 
of the High Court of Justice, or before any commissioner 
empowered to take affidavits. Whoever, in any affidavit 
filed or used for the of this Act, is guilty of per- 
jury, shall be liable to penal servitude for five years, or to 
imprisonment for any term not exceeding two years with 
or without hard labour. Clause 17 provides that chattels 
comprised in a bill of sale which has been and continues to 
be duly registered under this Act shall not be deemed to 


be in the ion, order, or disposition of the grantor of 
the bill of sale within the meaning of the Bankruptoy Act, 


Under clause 18, rules for the purposes of the Act may 
be made and altered from time to time by the like persons 
and in the like manner in which rules and regulations may 
be made under and for the purposes of the Supreme Coart 
of Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875. 


DEBTORS ACTS AMENDMENT. 
A Bill toamend the Debtors Act, 1869, and the Debtors 
Act (Ireland), 1872. 
(Mr. Marten and others.) 

This short Bill proposes to enact that in any case 
ing within the exceptions numbered 3 and 4 in the 
section of the Debtors Act, 1869, and in the fifth 
ion of Debtors Act (Ireland), 1872, respectively, 
ithin either of those exceptions, any court or judge 
ing the order for payment, or having jurisdiction in 
action or proceeding in which the order for payment is 
inquire into the case, and (subject to the pro- 

said sections respectively) may grant or 
either absolately or upon terms, any application 
writ of attachment, or other process or order of arrest 
or imprisonment, and any application to stay the operation 
of any such writ, process, or order, or for discharge from 
arrest or imprisoument thereander. 


1 


4 


if 
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Legislation of the eck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
FEB. 8.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Parvate Birt. 

Aspinwall’s Patent, Newnham Bridge, Newhaven Har- 
teor and Dock, Castleford and Whitwood Gas, Exeter Gas, 
Pepin ©. ge Blackpool Pier, and Glamorganghire 

PES. 11,—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
‘wivaTe Bivws. 

Alles Harbour, Bedlington Local Board (Water), Castle- 
ford Local an ents Aa oe, Barial Grounds, 
Normanvm Brighton Aquarium, Bristol Port and 
Channel Dock, and York United Gas. 

PEE. 12.~—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
i Pasvate Biss, 
Ide of Wight Ciewport Junction) Railway, South 
aterlord and W. 


— Lailway, aud W. 4 Bail- 
r BILL READ A PIRST TIME. 
Carriz _—Bill to amend the Contagious Diseases 


(Asdmalé) Act, 1804. (Dake of Richmond.) 


ondanal 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
FEB. 8.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Facrortes AND Workshops. PaRLIAM@NTARY ELectors" 
Recistration Boroven Voters.—The two last-named 
Bills were referred to the select committee on the Muni. . 
cipal Registration Bill. 

FEB. 11.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Brus. 

Bangor Water and Gas, Bradford Canal Transfer, Bradford 
Tramways (Release of Deposit), Cheltenham Corporation 
Water, Cornwall Mineral and Bodmin and Wadebri 
Junction Railway, Durham Water, Grand Junction Water, 
Great Eastern Railway (General Powers), Great Eastern 
Railway (Northern Extension), Hartlepool Gas and Water, 
Kingston-upon-Hull Docks, London and St. Katharine 


(Croydon, Oxted, and Kast Grinstead Railway), L 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway (Various Po ‘i 
Maryport Improvement, Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Nottingham Improvement, Gas, and Water, Rhondds 
Valley and Hirwain Junction Railway, Scarborough Cer. 
poration Water, Scarborough Water, Sevenoaks Water, 
Taff Vale Railway, Thetford and Watton and Watton and 
Swaffham Railway Companies, Tredegar Water and Gas, 
and Wirral Tramway. 

FEB. 12.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bins. 

Dore Water, Glasgow, Yoker, and Dalmuir Railway, Hall 
Street Tramways, Lewes Gas, Liverpool Improvement, 
South Hants Water, Westhoughton Local Board, and 
Manchester Corporation Water. 

FEB. 13.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Hourcipe Law AMENDMENT. (Sir E. Wilmot.).—Coxez 
p’Exire Apowition. (Mr. Monk.). 

BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Destors’ Act AMENDMENT. 








High Comt of Fustice. 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
(Before Grove, J., and Linpuky, J.) 
In re Dimsdale. 
Murray, on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, 
moved to make absolute a rule to strike Mr. Frederick 
Dimsdale, a solicitor, off the rolle. Mr. Dimsdale was re- 
pegs | convicted of fraud, and sentenced to penal servitude 
or life, 
The court made the rule absolate. 








County Courts. 


WAKEFIELD. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Trvpat ATkinson, Judge.) 

Jan, 10.—Burnley v, Pope, Pearson, & Company (Limited). 
Coal mine—Damage done by not leaving support to land above 
—Right of owner of surface to such support. 

This was an action brought by the plaintiff to recover the 
sum of £50 from the defendants for damage done by them 
to land and buildings at Normanton Common, which 
land and buildings the plaintiff was the lessee. 

E. Tindal Atkinson, for the plaintiff, 

Lawrence Gane, for the defendante, 

His Howour (who had reserved judgment) said: —By an 
Enclosure Act, 44 Geo, 3, ¢. 72, the minerals under the 
lend in question were exprossly reserved to the Duke of 
Leeds, his heirs and assigns, with full power of sioking 

making on the surface all necessary ways, roads, 
and passages, avd to do all other acts that may be 
necessary for the fall enjoyment thoreof in as ample 
and beneficial 4 manner as he (the Duke of Leeds) 
coald have done if the Act had not passed ; he to 





the owners of the surface full compensation by reason of 
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winning, getting, and taking away the sub- 
jacent coal; such satisfaction and recompense to be in 
proportion to the logs and damage sustained by the owners 
according to their respective. rights and interests in such 
allotments, land, or grounds respectively. The injury com- 
ed of in the present case has arisen from the defend- 
ants, in winning the coal, not leaving sufficient support to 
ent the surface from sinking, thereby causing damage 

to the plaintiff's cottage, bene shop, out-buildings, and 
graes crops. On these and the admitted facts it appears to 
me that the plaintiff is entitled to judgment in his favour. 
No doubt can now exist that the true rule of law governing 
the rights of grantees of minerals is that stated by Lord 
Wensleydale in the case of Rowbowtham v. Wilson, 8 H. L. 
Cas, 360, quoted by Lord Blackburn in Smith v. Darby, 20 
W. B, 982. An owner of minerals is not to injure the soil 
above by getting them if it can be avoided, unless other 
i oes been created either by deed binding on the 
owner of the surface, or by the provisions of some statute. 
In the present case the rights of the parties are governed by 
the 44 Geo. 3, c. 72, and, therefore, the respective interests 
and rights of the parties must depend upon the terms 
andconstruction of thestatute. Havingregard to the fact that 
theAct of Parliament was intended to give to persons hav- 
rights over and in the common lands, allotments of land 

in lieu thereof, and in many instances to compel exchanges, 
itseems obvious that the Legislature never could have 
contemplated that in conferring upon the lord of the 
manor the right of getting the minerals he should have 
such unrestricted power of searching for and winning the 
same as to materially and injuriously affect the enjoyment 
of the owner of thesurface, without making compensation. 
It therefore appears to me that the 34th section either gives 
compensation for the damage done in this case, or it does 
not, in either of which events the plaintiff must be en- 
titled to recover for the damage he has sustained. It seems 
tome from its terms that the Act has only authorized the 
getting of the minerals, “payiog all the damages done, 
cocasioned, or sustained in the premises,” and if the com- 
pensation awarded by the Act does not cover the damage 
done in this case, then the defendants have exceeded the 
rights and powers conferred by the statute, and cannot 
justify under it; and the rule of law laid down in the 
above cases applies—namely, that the grantee is to enjoy 
the surface without injury from the getting of the minerals, 
if the same could be avoided, which in this case it clearly 
could. But assuming that the statute does give the right 
to get the minerals in the manner and to the extent claimed 
by the defendants, still the plaintiff would be entitled to 
reeover, and if any amendment is necessary in the plaint I 
am prepared to make it. I am of opinion, however, that 
the compensation given by the statute refers to the surface 
damage done in getting the minerals, and not to the sinking 
of the land and the consequent injury to the buildings 
m. There are no words in the s:atute such as are con - 
tained in the deeds in Smith v. Darby and Aspden vy, Seddon, 
MW. R. 828, L. R. 10 Ch. 394, referring to the compensa- 
tion to be made for injury done to buildings and erections 
mathe lands. Each of the cases cited had to be determined 
tthe construction of the deeds and Acts of Parliament 
applicable to those cases. Upon the best consideration I 
been able to give to this case, I can find no words in 

the Sth section of the present Enclosure Act which either 
y, or by necessary implication, take away from the 

iff the right of support to his land. In other words, 

is nothing in the provisions of the Act which indicates 

the right as between the plaintiff, who is tho owner of 

the surface, and the defendants, who are the owners of the 

ls, is to be affected. 
Verdict for plaiutiff, £50. 
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New OyVers, Cte. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 


Orders in Council have been made sanctioning an Act 
the Legislature of Wostorn Australia, a law of the 


—— of Natal, and an ordinance of the Legialatare 
Ceylon, putting the Extradition Aots in force in those 








haw Students Saurnal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
: Easter Examination, 1878. 
Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 
The attention of students is requested to the following 


rules :— 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless 
he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects—viz., (1) Roman civil law; (2) The law 
Fouity and: personal property ; (3) Common law; and (4) 

uity. 

No student admitted after the 3lst of December, 1872, 
shall be examined for call to the bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms ; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examinativn will be held in April next, to which a 
student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, will be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he belongs, on or before Friday, the 29th day of March 
next ; and he will further be required to state in writing 
whether his object in offering himself for examination is to 
obtain a certificate preliminary to a call to the bar; or 
whether he is merely desirous of passing the examination 
in Roman law under the above-mentioned rule. 

The examination will commence on Tuesday, the 9th day 
of April next, and will be continued on the Wednesday, 
Thursday, and Friday following. 

It will take place.in the hall of Lincoln’s-inn; and the 
doors will be closed ten minutes after the time appointed for 
the commencement of the examiaation. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order :—Tuesday morning, April 9, at ten, 
on real and personal property law ; Wednesday morning, 
April 10, at ten, on common law; Thursday morning, April 
1], at ten, on equity ; Friday morning, April 12, at ten, on 
Roman law ; Friday afternoon, April 12, at two, on consti- 
tutional law and legal history. 

The oral examination will be conducted im the same 
order, and on the same subjects, as those already marked 
out for the examination by printed questions. 

Nore.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, IS73, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity ; and and personal prop- 
erty law. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow. 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of coatracts ; (2) Criminal law; 
(3) The procedure in an action in the Queen's Bench, Com- 
mon Pieas, and Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of 
Justice. Candidates will be examined on general and 
elementary principles of law. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the followieg 
subjects:—(1) Administration of estates of deceased persons; 
(2) Mortgages (including charges and liens). Candidates 
will be examined in the above-mentioned subjects. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects:—The creation, 
devolution, and disposition afer vives, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in and powers over real and personal 
property, including estates and interests, by way of state- 
tory use, and of trust, Candidates will be examined in the 
elements of the foregoing subjects. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal 
will examine in the following books and — = 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of land ; S See 
Constitutional History ; & ‘3 tita Law, 
Candidates will de examined in No, I and No. 3 only, or ia 
No. 2and No. 3 only, of the foregoing sabjects, at their 
option, 
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Nove.—Only students admitte prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law, and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. ; ais ; 

The examiners in Roman law will examine in the Insti- 
tutes of Justinian, book 3, title 13, to the end of the book; 
book 4, titles 1 to5 inclusive. 


eee 


Truviry Examination, 1878. 


Examination of Candidates for Studentships, Honours, 
and Pass Certificates. 


The attention of students is requested to the following 
rules :— 

As an encouragement to students to study jurisprudence 
and Roman civil law, twelve studentships of one hundred 
guineas each shall be established, and divided equally into 
two classes ; the first class of studentships to continue for 
two years, und to be open for competition to any student 
as to whom not more than four terms shall have elapsed 
since he kept his first term; and the second class to con- 
tinue for one year only, and to be open for competition to 
any student, not then already to entitled to a studentship, 
as to whom not less than four and not more than eight terms 
shell have elapsed since he kept his first term ; two of each 
class of such studentships to be awarded by the council, on 
the recommendation of the committee, after every examina- 
tion before Hilary and Trinity Terms respectively, to the 
two students of each set of competitors who shall have 
eeees the best examination in bo:h jurisprudence and 

an civil law. But the committee shall not be obliged 
to recommend any studentship to be awarded if the result 
of the examination be such as in their opinion not to justify 
such recommendation. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless 
he shall hay a satisfactory examination in the 
— subjects—viz., (1) Roman law; @ The law of 
real and personal property; (3) Common law; and (4) 


Equity. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall be examined for call tothe bar until he shall bave 
kept nine terms; except that students admitted after that 
day sball have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination will be held in May and June next, to 
which a student of any of the Inns of Court, who is 
desirous of becoming a candidate for a studentship, or 
honours, or of obtaining a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, will be admissible. 


Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he be , on or before Wednesday, the 22nd day of 
May next; and he will further be required to state in 
writing whether his object in offering himself for examina- 
tion is to compete for a studentship, or honours, or to 
obtain a certificate preliminary to a call to the bar, or 
whether he is merely desirous of passing the examination 
in Roman law under the above-mentioned role. 

_ The examination will take place in the ball of Lincoln’s- 
inn ; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after the 
time appointed for the commencement of the examination. 

. The examination by printed questions will be condacted 
in the following order :—Thursday and Friday, May 30 and 
31, at ten until one, and from two until five on each day, 
the examination of candidates for studentsbips in juris- 
pradence and Roman law. 

_ The examination of candidates for honours and pass cer- 
tificates will take place as follows :—Tuesday morning, 
June 4, at ten, on real and personal property law ; Wednes- 

morning, June 5, at ten, on common law; Thursday 
morning, June 6, at ten, on equity ; Friday morning, June 
7, at ten, on jurisprudence Roman law ; Friday after- 
noon, June 7, at two, on constitutional law and legal 


The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
snd on the same subjects, as those already marked out for 
te ¢ aln 


the by questions, 
Nore,—Only eadente statis prior to January 1, 1873, 
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and who are candidates for the pass certificate, have an 
option of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or 
Roman law ; common law or equity ; and real and personal 
property law. 

Jurisprudence, Civil and International Law, and Roman 
Law.—Candidates for the studentships will be examined ip 
all the following subjects:—(1) Institutes of Gaius ang 
Institutes of Justinian; (2) The Digest, Book XY. 
Titles 1—6 inclusive; (3) History of Roman Law; (4) 
Principles of jurisprudence, with special reference to the 
writings of Bentham, Austin, and Maine; (5) Elements of 
international law ; (6) Principles of private international 
law. Candidates for honours will be examined in those 
numbered 1, 3, and 4; candidates for a psss certificate in 
the Institutes of Justinian, Book III., titles 13, to the end 
of the book; Book IV., titles 1 to 5 inclusive. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow. 


ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) Criminallaw; ~ 


(3) The a in an action in the Queen’s B 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions of the High Court 
of Justice. Candidates for a pass certificate will be 
examined on general and elementary principles of law ; and 
from candidates for honours the examiner will requireg 
more advanced knowledge of the application of those princ. 
ciples, and a knowledge of leading decisions, 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects:—(1) Administration of estates of deceased persons; 
(2) Mortgages (including charges and liens); (3) Fraud; 
+ Election. Candidates for honours will be examined in 
all the above-mentioned subjects. Candidates for a pass 
certificate in those numbered 1 and 2 only. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects :—The creation, 
devolution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in and powers over real and personal 
property, including estates and interests by way of statu- 
tory use, and of trust. Candidates for a pass certificate will 
be examined in the elements of the foregoing subjects; 
candidates for honours will have a higher examination. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history will 
examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) Stubbs’ 
Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s Con- 
stitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law; (4) 
The principal state trials of the Stuart period; (5) The 
concluding chapter of Blackstone’s Commentaries, being 
that “‘@n the Progress of the Laws of England.” Candi- 
dates for hcnours will be examined in all the above-men- 
tioned books and subjects; candidates for a pass certificate 
will be examin-d in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or ia No. 2 and 
No. 8 only, of the se Ee subjects, at their option. 

Norg.— Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law, and legal history, or 
Roman law ; common law or equity ; and real and personal 
property law. 

By order of the council, 
(Signed) S. H. Watroz, Chairmas. 


Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, Jan, 28. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURZ OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covet or Master or tus xs. 
Date. PEAL. OLLS. VG. Mas 


Saturday, Feb. 16Mr. Farrer Mr. Teesdale Mr. Leach 
Monday, .... 18 Holdship Word Milne 
Tuesday ...... 19 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 
Wednesday.... 20 Holdship Ward Milne 
Thursday, .... 21 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 
Friday ...... 22 Holdehip Ward Milne 


V.C. Bacow. V.C. Hatt, at al 
Saturday, Feb. 16Mr.Ward Mr. Milne Mr. Koe 
Monday cooelS =e King Latham 
Tuesday ...... 19 Clowes Farrer Leach 
Wednesday.... 20 Kuve King Latbam 
Thursday, ..., 21 Clowes Farrer Leach 
Friday ....,, 22 Koe King Latham 
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HIGH COOCRT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON. 
Hrixagy Sitting, 1878. 

This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of 
trial has been given; and also all actions in the Chancery 
Division, in which notice has been given of “, a a judge 
and jury, up to and including 11th February, 18 

LIST OF ACTIONS FOR nr 
Ex 1 bal acy +; anr (Lewis & Lewis) v Manero (Spyer & 


CP 2 ba 3 Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London and 
, B & W) v The hay aoa India 


Steam tion Co, limd (Lovell & Co) § 
CP 3 Keighley ew af Md v Snir (Morley & 8) SJ 
CP 4 ) v Same (Same) SJ 


Gething 
QB 5 is ¥ ow) 8 ollams, Son & C) v , & anr (Waltons, 


P 6 one A Crump & S v Schwaben 
° Freeman & B oS ° sid 


QB7 omburgh & Co (Flux & Co) v Zoebeli (R C Sydney) 
CP 8 om ee & = (Stephen Scott) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, 
Ex 9 nes Meroer & Df) v Grant & ors (Ashurst, M & 
QB 10 Moffatt & ors (Ingledew, I & G) v Williams (Plews 
CP ll — (Roberts & B) v Wakefield (Waltons, B & W) 


12 Lopes (H Montagu) v Rae (G R Innes & Son) SJ 
C P 13 — Ry Co (Freshfields & W) v Norwood (Hf Phil- 


ck) 8 
Q@Bl4 Herma (Lewis & Lewis) v Bartholemew (Beard & 


CP 15 Bush (Beard & S.n) v Herman (Lewis & Lewis) 
16 Barrow (H Montagu) v The City Bank (Ingle, C & H) 
17 Raphael (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash ee 
18 Breffit (A Jones, T & G) v Williams tNesria, A& w) 
19 Blondel (Smith, F & L) v Broome & anr (Mullens & 
20 Lloyd (J M Allen) v Mor; gan (lst act) (T G wo Ss 
21 re ne) v Same nea motion) (Same) S 
22 Fraser & Co (Stibbard, G & C) v Burrows (Waltons, 
B& W) 8J 
23 Rogers & Chave peeae v McIntosh (Pitman & b) 
Ex 24 Richards (Mercer & Mercer) v Grant & Clark & Pan- 
chard (Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) SJ 
[26 to 95 are actions against the same defendants by various 
plaintiffs, the same solicitors being engaged for the plaintiffs and 
defendants respectively. 
CP 96 ~ (Roberts & B) v The Gauthoid — Insurance 
of Gothenburg Aiea Sons & J) SJ 
CP 97 Ailes (Roberts “The Marine Insurance Co, 
Norden, limd, of Gothenburg (Druce, Sons & J) SJ 
Ex 98 — Watt & Co (G Web | v Mersey Steel & Iron 
Co, limd, (Norris, A & C) S. 
CP 99 Froterie & Co — & W) v Van Der Zee & Co 
Simpson & Co) S 
CP 100 James (Harcourt & M) v South Eastern Railway Co 
fd R Stevens) SJ 
QB 101 a & anr (Courtenay & C) v Broicher (Hollams, 


Ex 102 Ostrom Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash & F) 

QB 103 Rogers (F Bradley) v Anderson (N Willicombe) SJ 

QB 104 Barham (S J Robinson) v Ralph & anr (G Blagden) 

CP 105 Beevers (Waltons, B & W) v Redway (F J&GJI 
Braikenridge) SJ 

CP 106 —_e & anr (Lowless & Cv) v Swettenham (W 


QB 107 Gatte  (Mosle Le S) v Greaves (King & M) SJ 

CP 108 Schrader ( Moojen) v The Great Eastern Ry 
Co; 8 Cote) 37 

Ex 109 Girvin (Mercer & M) v Grant, Clark, & Punchard 
(Ashe at, M & Oe; Blunt, T & 1) 

Ex 110 Birch (Same) v Same (Same) 

Kx 111 Vincent (Same) v Same (Same) 

QB 112 Cuffe (Mor! wh 8) v Short (Jones, A & J) 

QB 113 Corbett (I lew, I & G) v White 4 Cc tuts & Co) 

Ex 114 Dawson ( & Miller) v Grant " & Pun- 
chard (Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T 

CP 115 Rathborne & ors (Freshfields & W) v Caldwell (IB 


Towse) SJ 

QB 116 beet Ty Ae Son & C) v Gerich & Co 
mee fl re 

CP 117 Py ogh ors (W A Crump & Son) v Koegler (Plews 


Ex 118 Butterworth & anr (Gregory, R : Co) v Central Bank 
of London (Holla, Son & 0) § 
Ex 119 Walford (Houg htons & B) v Paine (West, K & A) 


OEQEGaBwa 
ty Ody by 


i 
) 





CP 120 Sackson (Dalton & J) v Thompson & anr (F W Snell) 


QB 121 Leese (Jno Frost) : Household ot R & Co) SJ 
CP 122 Blackwood & ors (J Rae) v Vaughan / eal 8J 
QB 123 The Admiralty — Fell) v She 
Hollams, Son & C) SJ 
QB 124 Croshaw (Plews, 1 & H) v Smith (Lumley & L) SJ 
QB 125 a Guano Co, limd (Hollams, Son & C) 
runing & Co (W W Wynne) SJ 
QB 126 Gilera wtf pep) v The Falklands Islands Co 


CP 127 poem d Csentours & M) v Owen (Fowler & Co) SJ 
9 128 Mylchreest (H W Christmas) v Dixon (Crook & S) 
P 129 General Steam Navigation Co & ors ( —— v 
The Liverpool, Brazil & River Plate Steam Na 
Co, limd (Pritchard & Sons) SJ 


QB wey & anr (Stibbard, G & C) v Sigg & anr (Hol- 
QB 131 Baalthalionn (Lowi, M &L) v The City Bank (Link- 


Q B 132 Ingram (Same) v Fawcus (W Starkey) 
CP 133 Weinstein & anr (Parker ae v Russian Steam 
Navon, &c, Co (Hollams, Son & C) SJ 
CP 134 yer teen, M & C) v Bradwell & ors (John- 
son. 0) S 
Ex 135 The London ne Be WS) limd (Newman, S & H) v 


ead 
CP 136 Rosie & be (Freeman & B) v Berk & Co (W 
Ex 137 ry os (J R Bailey) v Vander Zee (Simpson & 


CP 138 aie M Elborough) v Saunders & ors (Edwin 
orton 

Ex 139 Godard (W Arnold) v Hayes & ors (In Person) SJ 

CP 140 Wagstaff & ors Wap & Clarke) v Anderson & ors 
Hollams, Son & C) 8 

Q B 141 Grant {Edwin Norton) v ee & anr (C C Ellis & 

Co; Newman, 8S & Co) SJ 
QB 142 Cooper (H Montagu) v Rowlands & anr (Robinson & 


CP 143 Irvine (Waltons, B & W) v Warns (F Bradley) SJ 

QB 144 Kattengall & Campbell Hollams, Son & C) v Royal 
Mail Steam Packet Co (Wilson, B & UV) SJ 

Chy 145 Cartwright (In Person yk Burrell (In Person) SJ 

Ex 146 Westcott (Jones, B & Son) v Baker (Warry & Co) SJ 

Q B 147 Dick & Co (W Morley) v Excelsior Oil Co (Layton & 


J) 
Ex 148 Field (Chester, U & os v Great Northern Railway 
Co (Johnston, F & L) SJ 
CP 149 hag (Parker & Clarke) v Morice (Waltons, B & 


Co) 8 
C P 150 Hall (Same) v Bonus (Same) SJ 
QB 151 Shearer (W Morley) v Burnell {H Miller) 
Ex 152 Taunton & anr (Wilkins, B & F) v Simmons (Harris 


& G) 
Ex 153 Gibbs (Miller & W) v David & anr (Cunliffe & B) SJ 
CP 154 Hall (Parker & Clarke) v Jupe ro B&W)SI 
QB 155 Retter & Co (W Morley) v Wulif (H Montagu) 
QB 156 gt * fom (Hollams, Son & C) v Kitchin (Hawks, 
CP 157 Winser (J Chapman & Co) v London Tram Co, limd 
(H C Godfray) SJ 
CP 188 KF 3 (Saws) v Cory & Sons (J A & HE F Farn- 


Ex 159 Pearson (Murray, H & C.) v Eaton & + ag & Shaw 
& Co (Maples & Co ; Freshfields & Co) SJ 
Ex 160 2 obneon (Rooks & Co) v Fisher (Hollams, Son & C) 


J 
QB 161 ee (Hollams, Son & C) v Musgrave (R J Pead) 
CP 162 Bayliss & Co Corer R & C) v Bateman & Co 
(Hollame, Son 
Ex 163 Watson (Phelps, S i a4 Ellis G T Cox) SJ 
Ex 164 ee (Robinson & P) v Welch (H C Browning) 
QB 165 Bank of Montreal (Bischoff, B & B) v Huntington 
(Field, R & Co) 8 
Ex 166 a (Lumley & L) v Robinson (Vandereom, L & H) 
C P 167 Harrington (F A & H Hilbery) v Kaye & Crawford 
Chorley & CG) S 
Ex 168 1 Co) en (Maddox & C) vy Whichcord (Monkton, 


Ex 169 Wetsoe ‘Pheps S & B) v Goodlake ce L veenge + Be 
C P 170 Potter ( dford) v Hall & anr (Hollams, Son 


Ex 171 Mawar & & ors yk Hutchins & Co) v Hobley 
Ex 172 Wat € Oo (Phelps 8 & B) v Shields & anr (Ch 
Ex 173 dene (Same) v Licensed Victualler's Soc (Same) SJ 
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Bx 174 ng Dy a Christmas) v Great Northera Ry Co | Ex 226 _ ees & L)\ v Thames. Wharf Co, lima 


CP 175 my & aur Patched & Sons) v Young & ors 
(Clarkes, J Scott; Barton, ¥Y & Co; Bel- 


frage & 2 
CP 176 Amazon Tug & sniiieia, c), limd (Ashurst, M & 
Co) v Earle’s oo and Engineering Co, limd 


(C. ~U& 
QB 177 Phillips (Ww Bec hoa Liebig’s Extract of Meat Co, 
limd (Crump & Son 
M 2 178 McQueen (Same) v Same (Same) 
B 179 Rooney (Harper, B & B) v Fenn & ora (F Dollman ; 
: R _ Randall & A; Boyce & R; Blunt, T & 


Co) SJ 
QB 180 — (Carr, B D & M) v Paine, junr (H T Tiddi- 
QB 181 Turnbull & Son (Hollams, Son & C) v Street (Allin 
CP 182 eoeer (F W & H Hilbery) v Ockenden (Roberts & 
QB 183 ee) Seta, U B & A) v Dobell & Co (Field, 
CP 184 par (C M Elborough) v Smith (Bischoff, B & 
CP 185 Levy (WA ae & Son) v Badart Freres (Saun- 
ders, H & B) SJ 
QB 186 Bisenstein (L Goldberg) v Rogers & ors (W A 
Ex 187 ee Mang oh £0) v Grant & ors (Ashurat, M & 
Ex 188 Straker (Stocken & J) v Kidd & Co (Hollams, Son & 
Ex 189 ——, the younger (W Arnold) v Heuman (S J 
QB 190 Gontuenr & Co (Hollams, Son & C) v London & St 
Katharine Docks Company (W M Hacon) SJ 
QB. 191 ye (Ingledew, I & G) v Alston (Lumley & L) 
QB 192 Godwin (L Golberg) v par | (Duncan, M & Co) 
CP 193 Smith soni ~ co” B & W) v Carvill & Son (Hol- 
n 
Ex 194 Cope (vans & 8) v Tsaace (W H Roberta) 


QB 195 Bailey (L Goldberg) v Doulton & Co (GQ W Barnard) 
QB 196 Button (Davidson & Co) v O'Neill (In Person) 


CP 197 Spens & W) v Brown (W Bristow) SJ 
CP 198 Moore anr (G Lockyer) v Hammer R Smith) 
QB 199 Dreyfus, Freres & Cie —- G & Co) v Watts 


Milburn & Co (Torr & Co) § 
C P 200 Westenholz Bros ret % M) v Aste, Son & 
Kerchevall (Plews, I & H 


Ex 201 Watson (C D heyy 


‘ail (EW i) 
CP 202 perl & Sons (H Gething) v Johnson (G Mayor 


) 
CP 203 Marples (J I Solomon) v Van Weerden (L Goldberg 
QB 204 a & aur (Ingledew, I G) v Hollingham ( 


hompson) 
CP 205 Rose Lawrence, P & B) v Grant (E Norton) SJ 
C P 206 Sheldon Bar Iron Co (Same) v Bridge & Roofing Co, 
limd (Flux & L) 
Ex 207 py (Whites, R & Co) v Fry & Co (H H Becking- 
CP 208 Machan (Redpath & H) v Delcomyn (Hollams, Son 
Ex 209 aa (W W Wynne) v Baldwin & anr (Keene 


Ex_ 210 Naylor (J M Green) v Pinfold (Morley & S) 
QB 211 B & Co (Hollams, Son & C) v Corrie & Co 


ist Ee any + Wate 

QB 212 Te 8 én & ; ( ) v Wa Bros (Johnson, 

CP 213 Kendal oo (Freshfields & W) v Hamilton J W 

Ex 214 Bullisyhem & Co (Lewis, M & L) v McDougall & anr 
(Carey, W & Co ; 

QB 215 Herbert (J M Barnard) v Pa London & St Katharine 


Docks Co (W M 
CP 216 Collingridge & anr (T & Son) v Pullinger (R 
QB 217 yw Co (Pritchard & Sons) v Ramskill (In a) 
Ex (Cheater, U & Co) v Greaves (Pritchard & E) 
os = Heratine (0 BC La ag . — Lewis me i 
Clippingds v 
Escombe & ors “gabe Son & C; vad & bo} j 
Parker ve owen 


QB 221 

Ex 222 ah ee Miller) ’ aves core (White B 200 
aulerst E Smith) v Smith & Smith & 
QB 224 Mayers (Holame, Son & © v Gilbert, lisence 


QB 2% Oaks (Sue en, (Crook&8;JAKHE 
Farofield) 


0) 
Ex 227 anbury (T W Starkey) v Hanbury (Lumley & L) 
QB 228 Pollard by ro (Hollame, Son, & Co) v Hume & Co 


le, C 
Ex 229 Watt & anr pani & L) v Kino (H_ W Mack 
CP 230 Steward (T Beard & Sons) v Gray (Baddeley & Sons) 


QB 231 Griffin & anr (Mullens & B) v Moore (R Chapman) 


jury) 
CP 232 ew (Cc M pina) v ened Life Insur- 
ance Co (Minet, a & pes 
QB 233 Saget, Zumbeck & Co ( ri I, & H) v Great 
Western Ry Co - R Nelecn)'S 
Ex 234 Gotan & Co (Lumley & R v re (Clarkson, 


&G 
Ex 236 Blaikee (J A Redhead) v Lewis & ors AW C Smithy 
Ex 236 Turner (we G a te Ww v Barnes (A E — 
CP 237 one © Stevens) v Kitchin (Hawkes, 


8 
CP 238 ‘mea er (aor & M) v Great Eastern Ry Co(C A 
CP 239 Kirchberg & anr (Sorrell & Son) vy Hahn (A G Ditton), 


C P 240 Cobbold (Cobbold, Son, & R) v Pettitt (Watts & C) 

Q B 241 Rutherford, Lev’ 4 & Co (Nash & F) The Gun & 
Shot & Griffin’s Wharves Co, limd (Janson, C & P;. 
J R Tindale) SJ 

QB 242 Ball (C O Humphrey & Son) v Turner (In Person) 

QB 243 vas ae (Plews & Co) v Free & Hollis (H Phil- 


Ex 244 Crewdson & ors (P W Nazer) v Scott (A E en 
QB 245 ——— (Plews & Co) v Jewson & Sons (Storey & Cp 


C P 246 Gardiner (Waltons, B & W) v Warns (F os 83 
Ex 247 Bateman (Huot & S) v Morgan (West, K A & Co) 
Ex 248 Hallett ~ W Oakes) v Seaton (S Roberts) SJ 
CP 249 Smith (Parker & C) v Dunkerley (Plewa & Co) SJ 

QB 250 ery (Plews & Co) v Hearne & ors (Bradley, R. & 


Co 
CP 261 awl (Saunders, H & B) v Innes & Son (In 
erson 
Q B 252 Oldfield & ors (Pearse & Son) v Baker & anr (Cattarns 


CP 253 Australian Meat Agency, Tallerman’s Co, limd (Lea= 
royd & Co) v Smyth (F Rolt) 

Ex 254 nos & anr (C F B Birchall) v Barber (C Quilter) 

QB 255 Howard & ors (F HS _ v Wyatt (Evans & E) 

CP 256 Thacker (Morley & S Wheatley (B Hutchinson) 
- without jury) 

CP 257 Same (without jury) ae v Hardy (Same) 

Q B 258 France (Stokes, S & S) v Wright & Dixon (AG 


Ditton) 
Q B 259 — (Young & Sons) v Duns, Brown, & Co (Plews 
Co) (without jury) 
Ex 260 Sal & anr (Saffery & H) v Mackenzie (R G Chip- 


d) 
QB 261 a & ors — & Co) v Watney & Keene 
(Hollams, Son, & C) S 
CP 262 Roe & anr (Piesse & on) v Shaw (H W Lindus) 
CP 263 McKinnon (T i & Sons) v Great Eastern Ry 
Co (C A Curwood) 8J 
+2 8) SJ 


CP = Hales atney & T) v Quennell 
265 Steel (Waltons, B & W) v Guy ( e _. 
er a (Lawrance, P & B) v eoonl ‘Wm 
B 267 Noble (Sandilands, H & A) v Tay'or (Burton, Y & H 
QB 268 Fuller & anr (GJ ody) v Rickman A Hopgood 
CP 269 Gwynne & Co ina C & A) v Chaplin & Horne 


Horne & H 
CP 270 Roffey (J Terry) v The North London Ry Co 
Paine, L & C) SJ 


a, Burrows & Co (Roberts & B) v Shaw (C R 
Sogeet & on om. * enactng P & B) v Crabb & Creasy 


QB 273 Baker - Wi! Rogen) v : Maton &anr (Hawks, W & S) 

ie 274 8) ¢ ie v Harding & ora (Russel, Sop, 
(without j 

CP 276 Brown & anr ( (itis & Dronsfield) v Solomon (A 


Greaves 
QB 276 Pweg %& aor a itavks, M & L) v Bunge & Co (Hollams, 
CP 277 Gurtiit (Waltons, B & W) v Best (Elmslie & Co) 8J 


C P 278 Lovelace (W B Abbott) v Wieland (C M Elborough, 
Ex 279 Horne apt (Murray, H & Co) v Pivot 


Go aa 
ba has) 


CP 280 = & wife (W B Abbott) v Austin p Par awle & yA 
QB 281 Flux & Co) v East Corawall 


B 
CP 282 Sichater (8, Crna v Laxton ( Barter 
Es 283 Reade t White & Sons) v Pickett om Ww t of 





Ex 284 Smee (H W Christmas) v Deacon (Kays) 
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Bordier & ors (S Chapman) v Burrell (In Person oe 
oa aay Norman (H wv Chrotaas)¥ Galbraith, Grant, 


IN 
Ex 287 Gorman ake Foord) v Wilson (Hollams, Son, & 


OP 288 E on (FW ‘W Mount) v Lawrie (Farnfields) 
oP 289 London Joint Stock Bank (Clarkes, R & C) v Kitchin 
Graotha & iy hod 
CP 290 Grantham (C Elborough) v Swithinbank (Wilton, 


Few, 
Ex 291 Thumwood . Durant) vy Symmonds & anr, exors 
Ex 292 sabi v Hall (J G Joyce) 
v Ball & ors (Whithall & 
Ex 294 Sq res (A B Forbes " v Calvert & wife (F T D ys 
295 nS sera 8 & ors (Maples & Co) v Jones & Co (ST 


QB 295 De Stern § 
QB 296 Browne (Foss & sitons BE We Bulle 
CP 


297 Foster & ors ‘ tons, B v Bailey & anr (Cun- 
2 £08 Cotpmen (Onphe hen Scott) vy North Metropolitan T 
v Nor e' i) Tram 
‘ Go fa G Godken) Bo 


Ex 299 Baines Soot & By B eS ye SJ 
Ex 300 Fowler (T Bowker 2 Wale (Walter 

CP 301 Prius (H H Poole) v Walker ( alters & @) 

Ex 302 Baldwin & avr (Keene & M) vw Pfeffer & Co (AK 


Common 

Ex 303 wick & ofa (Less, L & P) v Walmsley & Sons (Bes- 
wic! 

CP 304 rs on v Rowland (C J Holmes) 

QB 306 Kerr Kore oe ams, Son & C) v Ralli Bros (John- 


QB 306 Major (M ‘Shephard v Tallerman (Learoyd & Co) 

QB 307 Tipple (@ & W Webb) v Dawbarn (Lewis & a 

Ex 308 Mor ( Davenport) Me (L W Grego 

os v pee (B Hutchinson "Clot raen) 

310 pay (Same oe “ic @) (2ad action 

CP 311 The South Co (WR ae v The 
General Steam Navigation Co (W Batham) 

QB 312 Emmans (Fry & H) v Woolston (J W "Sybes) 

CP 318 Fg Steam Ferry Co, limd (Parker & Clarke) v 

Cory & ors (Farnfiel 

QB 314 Smyth (G@ & W Webb) v The oy Brighton & 
South Coast Ry Co (Norton, R, & Co) S 

Ex 315 Isaacs (HJ J Coburn) v Budd & Holt me Riche & 8) 

CP 316 Lawson @ Tucker, B & Co) v Yeomans (Co!lette & C) 

QB 317 Geehene ors (D W Pearse) v Rushton bros (Lattey 


H) 
CP 318 Boberte & aur (A Jenkinson) v Handrey (Street, Son, 


QB 319 Squire (W Beck) v Butler & wife (Lewis, M & L) SJ 
CP 320 —_ & anr (J Hill) v Jaeger, trading, &c. (Hollams, 


QB 321 Thacker oe & S) v Hardy (B Hutchinson) 
ury 
CP 322 Hayne ayn & $e: anr (Pyke & M) v Sutlieff & anr ass . 


Ex 323 The London & St Katherine Docks Co & ors (W 
Hacon Oo letink whham R ae tradg as J T 
& Co (Stibbard, G & Co) § 
CP 324 Gill & aur (G Lockyer) Vv Wood (R C Dewey) 
CP 324 Moyer (Lawrence, P & B) v Banks (Pitman & L) 


CP 336 Middleton (J F Terry) v Moyle & Son (Walters & G) 


CP 327 Gambon a. * B) v The Crispin Shoe Co, limd 
an S 
Ex — (Learoyd, L & P) vy Usborne & ors (Kingsford 


ied 


QB 329 Thorogood (H M ax t Ogle) v Lowther (H J & T Chil 
CP 330 oS @ = Lockyer) v North Metptn Tram 
CP 331 (8 ow N ark v Forscutt & avr % Person) 
Ex ae TT Babee) Bo aylor, H & T) vL&N W Ry Co 


CP 333 ~—— (Young, JR & B) v Littler (Linklater & 


Cc 
CP 334 See (Same) v Squire (Parkers & Co) SJ 
835 a Bros (Lumley & L) v McPherson (Torr J & 


QB 336 The Alliance Bank, limd (Flux & Co) v Solomon (H 


QB 337 The Ee a the River Thames (Elmslie & 
Co) v Nelaon (Ip Person) 

CP 338 orthoote atnstields) v Tofte (J Neale) 

CP 339 Smoo ilson & Son) v Jones (Crocke & Son 

QB 340 Wood ( rk Mocria) ) v Langlands (R Kingdon 


Bs paces Behrend) v Hough (Bloxam & E) 
make 


& a v po nl Commas, P&B) 
Moss 
* 


348 
B 3b dan (Pa Ry 





Ex 345 eee D 
QB 346 a & anr (Goldberg & L) v Elsdon (A T 
QB 347 pny hm Silver pep limd (F W Snell) v Ander- 


QB 348 Upward @ oy A Olierd) v Evans (Gregory, B, R, & Co) 

QB 349 Harve Ge ee en 

CP 350 The Banking Co CW Bristow) © 
Wilson (In Person) 

CP 351 a oy & H) v Metropolitan District Ry 

CP 352 yr re ll & Co) v Hyde (Hollams, Son & 


_ 353 Hashes (F Norris) v ade Pecos (8 H Behrend) 83 
Ex 354 Same (Same) v Kimber (In Person) 8J 

Ex 355 Lumley + Cone & hy Sadler (Harcourt & M) 

QB 356 Evans (Blachford, R K & W) v Evans (A Drew) 

QB 357 Welbam (Scott, T& T) v Hales (In ora 

CP 358 Claxton ( Smith) v Sutton & cee & W) 

ial ~ “alge (S A Rice) v West Bolden Co, limd (F 


CP 360 Pi Wyndham, & Co (J F Trengrouse) y H A Ivory & 
Co ( 


don & County 


Q B 361 Rey, Brothers a Son & C) v Thomas (Poole 


& H) SJ 
QB 362 Weerden (Goldberg & L) v pa! Aa A ig Fe Pa 
QB 363 pe Bache lew & Coy ; y 


QB 364 Totte — W) v Friis, Dunn & Co oe 


Ss 
QB 365 Sutherland (Morley & S) v Alexander (E Tillyard) 
Ex 366 saab & wy W. bb) v Hargrea: a 
x as ors ebb) v ves (Torr & Co 
QB 367 ee Hallame, Son & C) v Talli Bros ( 


Ex 368 Haviland ic F Yorke) v Hawkins (Milne, R & Co) SJ 

oe 369 Joyce (Sole, T & K) v Beckett (Stibbard, G & Co) 

CP 370 Val de Travers Asphalte Paving Co, limd Bey 3 & 
pea yn v London Tramways Co, limd (H C God- 


CP 371 Onat (A E Tower) v Thorogood Stor a 
C P 372 Barns Orw Wen v Green (C H Jackson) 
Ex 373 Smith Ww W. ynne) v Davis (Tilleard, G & 
QB 374 Turnbull cate, Son &C) v Withy a al 


C & Co) SJ 
Ex 375 eae Se eng, L & P) v Severn (Geare & 


QB 376 Cullwick (Ww Sco v Major & aur (F W Denn: 

$3 377 Laing (Shum, C & Co) v Breslauer & Co (Crook & 
378 mae Eoci) & Co (Harcourt & M) v Bonham 

on (; el 
CP 379 Lucas (Warry, R & B) nero EGBA ae gr 
CP 380 How, Brothers & Co coer R & C) v Hogg, 
Walker & Co (Walters SJ 
Q B 381 McGivern (Lewis, M & L) cs Bowles (Pearce & Son) 
Ex 382 Long & Wife (W Sturt) v Truman, Hanbury, Buxton 
& Co (Clapham & a] 

Ex 383 Helmore \Starling & P) v Sedger (Lowless & = 

CP 384 Fenwick & Co (Lowleas & Co) v Cohen (Pyke, & P) 

Ex 385 Baum (G M Cooke) v Roberts os Person) 

Q B 386 Upward (E S Carr) v Abbott (L Barnett) SJ 

QB 387 Marcutt T W Rogers) v Murcutt (G & W Webb) 

Ex 388 Phillips & anr (E I Sydney & Son) v Bacon (J Neal) 

QB 389 oon Sar (Cunliffe, B & D) v Beskitt (Williamson, 


Ex aly , anr (Thomson, Son & B) v Davis (Petgrave 
QB 391 5 alias M & J Benson) v Dunn (Wilkins, 


C P 392 Lefever (T Beard & Sons) v Reeder (W Hicks 
CP 393 7, Se ® Newton) v Oliver & aur (Bicknell & H ; 


Ex 804 Reoves “'D Angell ron J P Poncione, 

QB 395 Middleton Kron: Co (S > Co) v Chi & aur 
Pree Son & C) 

Ex 396 phage (H Wickens) v Patent Shaft & Axletree 


lima (Dui 

QB 397 Vandoren & & C) v Campbell, Robert- 
son & Co (J RC nal SJ 

Ex 398 Mors & ore Cn Somes aot lor (Bradford & R) 

QB 399 pee gh Rian ee 

C P 400 Ashton (J Rioherdoon) w Johneon (8 T 

Ex 401 Behr (C E Goldring) v Grant, Brothens & Go (5 J 


Ex 402 G Wilkins, B & Zohrabd (EB Doll 

eed cee Oe Wilson, Son Co 

QB ah re) Thy Mercant Marine Instance C3 
limd nie 

QB 405 Same (Same' ie) ¥ The Brite & Foreign Marios Taser 
ance Co, limd (Same) SJ 
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MIDDLESEX. 
Hitary Sittings, 1878. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 289.) 
Ex 694 Parker (J W Proudfoot) v Evans (Bower & Co) 
CP 695 Rintoul g Knight) v ry ERR (Johnson, U & Co 
CP 596 Griffin ; aur (Wright & P) v Robson & anr ( 


Skinner 
QB 597 Dimbleby (Pearce & Son) v Cutler (In oo) 
CP 598 Price & ors (Blewitt & T) v Evans & ors (Underwood 


& Son) 
Ex 599 Allison & ors (T A G Powell) v Sheffield (Cronin & R) 
Chy 600 J W Thorley’s Cattle Food Co, limd (W Eley) v 
Massam & ors (Collyer, B & Co) 
CP 601 Snell g Hill) v Jupp (J E Conwell), 
CP 602 Salt (W H B Pain) v Cromack (W F Tilsley) 
CP 603 Leggett (Same) v The London General Omnibus Co, 
lid (Stevens, W & = 8J 
CP 604 Brickett (W S Hubbard) v The Crystal Palace Co (H 
Kimber & Co) 
Ex 605 Williams (Coode, K & C) v Weale (Meredith, R & M) 
Q B 606 Dodron (Abrahams & R) v Kelday (Moss F & Co) 
CP 607 Davall (Ashurst & Co) v Harrison (T J Angell) 
QB 608 a Sag (Evans & E) v Abrahams (S Solomon) 
Ex 609 Bailey, Parker & Wellesley (G Webb) v Gibson, Farra 
& Co (J A Parry) 
C P 610 Lobb (Cronin & R) v Gibson (Shaw & T) SJ 
Ex 611 Waddingham (W J Child) v Merritt Brothers (T R 


Apps) 
QB 612 Thomyson (Lumley & L) v Steaubenzee (Williamson 
H & Co . 


Ex 613 Debenham (H B Gadsden) v Harrison (In Person) 

QB 614 Wight (J Girdlestone) v Brown & ors (Plews & Co) 

Ex 615 James & anr (T White & Sons) v Bailey & ors (Birch, 
Ingram & Co; Robinson & P 

CP 616 Barnicot (Heather & Sons) v Wood (Wheatcroft & D 

QB 617 yew ytor, Son & L) v Newman (Routh & 33 


Ex 618 Goslin (W Sweetland) v Maurice (J C Fisher & Co) 
CP 619 Gale (Bircham & Co) v Harrison & onr ve Person) 
Ex 620 Bone (J E Fox & Co) v Eliott (G B Hallward) 

CP 621 = (T Sampson) v Richardson (Watson, Sons 


QB 622 Pinn (Young & Sons) v Parker (Pearce & Son) 

CP 623 Freason (C H Edmands) v Loe (H Kimber & Co) 

Q B 624 Wood ree Son & L) v Scaddan ge & Son) 
QB 625 Wood (H T ari v Mapleson (J & R Gole) 

Ex 626 Beyfus (Beyfus & B) v Mason (In Person) 

Ex 627 t & apr (J C Button & Co) v Browne (H W 


th) 
CP 628 Woodward & Wife (W W Young) v Grout (Wood- 
ward & Son 


Ex 629 Glyn (E Kenedy) v Durham & anr (H W Caitlin) 

Ex 630 (Swann & Co) v Pharo (Johnson & W) 

Ex 631 L Tampier & Co (J A Redhead) v Smith (Bell, 
Broderick & G) 

Ex 632 Tampier & Co, liquidatora, &c (Same) v Smith (Same) 

Ex 633 Howell & ors (Phelps, 8 & B) v Li ppman (Mead & D) 

Ex 634 were eit & J Flower & Haver) v Brunell 


(H W Caitlin) 
CP 635 gx (W C Hal’) v London & S W Ry Co 


(M a! 

Ex 636 Pick (E R Phillips) v Picard (Willoughby & W) 

CP 6387 Livingstone (Reece & L) v Cooper (WG Coventon) 

QB 638 Barker Sf a) v N Metropolitan Tram Co (H C 
Godfray 

QB 639 Hathway (Same) v Lowndes (Thompson, P, S & N 

CP 640 Licensed Vistustior'y &e, Men Co, (R Hala: 
sham) v Quinlan (Lewis, M & L) 8J 

QB 641 OnE ober & B) v London & N W Ry Co 

8 

CP 642 Bedfo: Sem) v Hobby (P C Burnell) 

Ex 643 Hunt (W J Foster) v Wimbledon Local Board (H W 
ater] 

CP 644 oY a (Keighley, § & B) v Lawford (Lawford & W) 


Q B 645 Sheppard (Hicklin & W) v Lloyd (H M Ody 


C P 657 Day (T K Edwards & Son) v Dalzel (C Mallam) 

Ex 658 Gabb (W ye Beirne (J G Joyce) . 

QB 659 Guedalla (J Raven & Co) v Collison & anr (H Phil. 
brick ; Chester & Co) ‘ 

Ex 660 Archer (Keene & M) v Herman (Lewis & L) 

QB 661 Powell (G H K Fisher) v Clark (H Cook) 

C P 662 Findlay (S Price) v Leighton (In Person) SJ 

Ex 663 Prosser (C E Abbott) v Williams (Geare & Son) 

Ex 664 Banks (A West) v Keeble (J L Dale) : 

Ex 665 Mallandain (E Kimber) v The Mostyn Silver Lead, 
&c, Co, limd (Williamson, H & Co) 

CP 666 Wills (Mead & Son) v Russell, Bart (F W Mount 

Ex 667 Williams (A Crossfield) v Cox & anr (W J Hobbes 

Ex 668 Johnson (T R Apps) v Norman (In Person) 

QB 669 Hirschell & anr (Farrar & F) v Raven & Co (A G 


Ditton) 

CP 670 Watson Cole & J) v Ommanney ore & O) 

Ex 671 Mitton (C Truwhitt) v Beveridge (H Levy) 

Ex 672 Spurgin (Beaumont & W) v South Eastern Ry Co 
W R Stevens 


CP 674 Worth (E Lee) v Farmer (Abbott, J 

QB 675 Wells (F A Cole) v Dunbar (In Person) 

Ex 676 Harrild (Nisbet & Co) v Etheridge (Tanqueray & Co) 
Ex 677 Pitman & anr (Morten & C) v Smith (Vallance & V) 
Q B 678 Asprey (Lumley & L) v Noiton (Wing & Du —_ 
Q B 679 Cumbers (W A Day) v London & North Western Ry 


Co (R F Roberts) 
QB 680 Cheshir (A R Steele) v Day (In Person) 
CP 681 O Neill (W Tatham & Sons) v Clements & Co (Lum- 


ley & L) 

CP 682 Gebemes pees Webb K & Co) v Freeman (Dixon, 
Ward & Co 

CP 683 Same (Same) v Rymill (Keene & M) 

Ex 684 Donghney (T A G Powell) v Lindley (A G Mander) 

CP 685 Kew (H A Lovett) v Shelford—the Lombard Deposit 
Bank, limd, Garnishees (E Lee) 

Ex 686 Withers & anr (Whyte, C & P) v Bond (Tilley &§ 

Ex 687 fam (J C Tompkins) v Ffolkes & anr (G H Finch) 


Ex 688 Gilders (E B Tattershall) v Cutts (Evans & E) 

QB 689 Phillips (Paine, L & C) v Cash (F T Moss) 

CP 690 Tuteur (H peorryy 4 v Taylor (T E Watkin) 

CP 691 Higgs (Blewitt & Co) v Wimbledon Local Board 

(W H Whiifield) SJ 

Ex 692 Marshall (E H Clarke) v London & North Western Ry 
Co (RB F Roberts) § 

CP 693 Beal x and de Soyres) v Pilling and anr (Chester 


& Ce) S 
CP 694 O’Neill (W Tatham & Sons) v Picard (F L aren 
C P 695 Druce and ora (Walker T B & W) v Pemberton (In 


Person) 
QB 696 = (Kingsford and Cv) v Hargreaves (Layton 
Ex 697 Figgott and anr (Thomson, Son & B) v Chambers (T 
ton 


or 

Q B 698 Steed v (A G Ditton) v Harman (Taylor & J) 

Q B 699 Beach (ayten Son & L) v Parker (Slee & Co) 

Ex 700 Wright (J H Jones) v Catto (J Mason) 

Ex 701 Davis (Dixon, Ward & Co) v Green (Evans & E) 
Ex 702 Mercer (Emmet & Son) v Greenhead (F T Girdwood) 
QB 703 Wallace (H R Jones) v Johnson (T K Apps) 

QB 704 Halle (J Hopgood) v Lajeunesse (J Geaussent) 

CP 705 Yearsley (J B May) v Jonas (In Person) 

QB 706 Mawer (E Mirams) v East (Lewis & Sons) 

Ex 707 =— (Dillon Webb, K & Co) v Matthews (Spyer 


Dp 
Ex 708 Same (Same) v Froude (Rogerson & F) 
Ex 709 Robertson gr | & L) v The Amazon Tug & 
Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst & Co) SJ 
Ex 710 Simmons (Jackson & Prince) vy South Eastern Ry Co 


(WR 2 
Ex 711 Mayor (HA ss v Crow & ors (Clarkson & Co) 
QB 712 Cloud & enr (G H K Fisher) v Morris (S Roberts 


Ex 713 yeny & ors (Emmet & Son) v Budd & anr (Le Riche 
on 
QB714 Chapman &anr (S Chapman) v Farqubar (Lewis & 


Wis 

QB 715 = (Emmanuel & R) v Jefferys & anr (Stocken 

Ex 716 Seelig (J M Green) v Pickford & Co Beard & Son) 

QB 717 Abdy (Birch, J & H) v Cornelius (L 

C P 718 Crown (Walter Jarvis & T) v Ruck (4iiee & M) 

Ex 719 Davis (C F Yorke) v Collins (A H Miller 

C P 720 Loe (H Kimber & Co) v Fréarson (C H We 

Ex 721 Verrall (Palmer, B & F) v Pemberton & ors (Wood- 
aes & Sons; Stevens, W & H) 

Q B 722 Sunders (J Greenwood) v Oldaker (F Taylor) 

Ex 723 Molivey (G F Parker & Co) v Turner & ors (Chester 





QB 646 GOO) (F A Foster) v Righton & anr (Pawle, F 

QB 647 Banks ker, P, B & C) v Li 

QB 48 Cook (FL Bird) v Jones hw Hicks, te 

Ex 649 Northeroft (E Beall) v Lord Osborne (Morton & C) 

CP 660 All Fn’ Conte G J Jennings) 

ri sd Beant & 8) ea of n Wine, &, Co 
‘ay v & Sons (W RP 

Ex ee pam (Cowles & y Weise (BR i waged 

cP —— Age M Weightman) v Griffiths (Pownall, 

© P 665 Galloway (W B Abbott) v Bertram & anr (Low & G 

QB 666 Mayer (AG Ditim)’s (PW Newer)” ) 





Ex 724 Johnoon (R, J Woodfin) v Imperial Discount Co, lima 
(C V Lewis) 


Ex 673 Manley & anr (Peacock & G) v Clare Fe” F & Co) 
0 
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QB 725 Romi & ors (Lumley & L) v Lyne & anr (Kisch, 
QB 726 pod (lop & Co) v Willesden Press Association 
illey 


QB 727 Same (Same) v Ball (Same) 

QB 728 Same (Same) v Houghton (Same) 

QB 729 Same (Same) v Cassell & ors (Same) 

QB 730 Martin (J McDiarmid) v Corbett (J M Green) 

Ex 731 Brooks (Druignan & S) v Phillips & Son (Lewis & L) 
B 732 South Devon _ Co (R R Nelson) v Torbay & Brix- 

ham Ry Co (J B Batten) SJ 

B 733 too (L Lewis) v Crystal Palace Co (H Kimber 

734 Coles (H A Stevens) v Dickinson (J Richardson) 

B 735 Gray (F W Dolman) v Bockett (Bockett & Son) 

B 736 Hahn (Webster & G) v Westcott (J ag | 

P 737 gid & anr (S Betteley) vy Cameron (Smith, F & 


Ex 738 Gallin (G B Wheeler) v The London, Brighton, & 
South Coast Ry Co (Norton & Co) SJ 

739 Alder (Peckham, M & P) v Raper (S W Palmer) 

740 Rand & anr (Ingle & ve v Weston (H C Godfray) 

741 Brown (R Chandler) v Davies (E Kimber) 

742 Sheffield (C A Powell) v Phillipson (Tilley & S) 

748 Denyer J ert v Luckin (Palmer & Co) 

744 Elliott (J E Coxwell) v Stevens & Colls (Leathes & 


745 Dovis (R Moore) v Pullin (B W Nind) 

746 Jones (J Croft) v Lucas ar & P) 

747 Honnor (A Hendriks) v Smith (Morgan & 5 ‘ 

748 Ward & ors (W O Reader) v Reader (T M Wilkin) 

CP 749 a (Blewitt & T) v South Eastern Ry Co (W 

tevens ; ; 

Ex 750 Sicumehom Banking Co, limd (Burton, Y & H) v 
Holloway (Hunt & Son) 

Ex 751 Chambers (T R Appe) v Taylor (W H Fullager) 

Ex 752 Davies (C E Goldring) v Great Northern Ry Co 
(Barr, N & B) SJ 

Ex 753 Spiller ore v Baum (Evans & E) 

Ex 754 Booth (C F Yorke) v London & North Western Ry 
Co (R F Roberts) 

QB 755 Brett & anr (Capron & Co) v King (A O Underwood) 

Ex 756 Gibson (J M Green) v Gilbert (Taylor & J) 


aQ 
rg 


Riot Bere 





SPRING CIRCUITS. 


South-Eastern.—The Lord Chief Justice of England and 
Mr. Justice Manisty. North-Eastern.—Baron Pollock and 
Mr. Justice Hawkins. Western.—Lord Chief Baron Kelly 
and Mr, Justice Grove. Midland.—Lord Justice Bramwell 
and Baron Cleasby. Northern.—Lord Justice Brett and 
Mr. Justice Lopes. Oxford.—Lord Justice Baggallay and 
Mr. Justice Denman. North Wales.—Mr. Justice Mellor. 
South Wales.—Mr. Justice Lush. Lord Chief Justice 
Coleridge and one of the election petition judges will take 
the spring assizes at Kingston. The three election petition 
oo Justice Field, Mr. Justice Lindley, and Baron 

uddleston—will, during the circuits, attend the sittings, 
the Central Criminal Sessions, aud the Judges’ Chambers. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Feb. 19.—DrnenuAm, Tewson & Farmer, at the Mart, Ad- 
vowson (see advertisement, Feb. 2, p. 4). 

Feb, 20,—Epwin Fox & B ovsr1exp, at the Mart, property at 
Camberwell (see advertise ment, Feb. 9, p. 295). 

Feb. 2.—Norton, Trist, Watney & Co., at the Mart, three 
Properties (see advertisem ent, Feb 9, p. 295). 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Feb. 15, 1878. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


8 per Cont, Consols, 959 Annuitias, April, °88, 9f 

for Account, Mar. 1,95§ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Rew Pr Cent. Reduced, 953 Ex Bills 21000, 24 per Ct. 10 pm. 
De 3 per Conr., 959 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 
De perCent., Jan, 4 Nitto, 2100 & £26, 10 pm. 
Des Logs gy ae = = yr Stook, 355 

+) 78n, Cc nt 

Avarities, Jan. tao or Account, 








INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
Ind .8 tk.,5 per Cent. July, '80,1033; Enf.Pr.5$ perCnt., May, 90 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 


Ditto 4 od Ceat., Oct. 88, i022 7 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent, , Aug. 73 
Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 82 | Do. 
2nd Enf.Pr,, 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 






















































Railways. {Paid.| Closing Price. 
Stock| Bristol and Exeter | 100 pa 
Stock| Caledonian 100 118 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western ..... eoepeosens sssese} 100 103 
Stock |Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scocsessssessssers | 100 473 
Stock/Great Northern 100 116 
Stock! Do., A Stock* 100 115 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 _ 
Stock|Great Western—Original.,...c.cecsssccsssssreeses| 100 99 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... 100 1364 
Stock|London, Brighton, and South C } 100 1 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover., 100 21 
Stock|London and North-Western ., 100 147 
Stock|London and South Western......... eve} 100 13 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln sce.ccseee 100 7 
Stock |Metropolitan 100 14 
Stock} Do., District 100 53 
Stock | Midland.........+« aves 100 1 
Stock North British 100 8 
Stock'North Eastern 100 147 
Stock North London... 100 145 
Stock North Staffordshire .1.......ssesesesseaees erceecesee| 100 61 
Stock South Devon ... | 100 66 
Stock South-Eastern +! 100 125 xd 








* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTH. 
Forp—Feb. 13, at 164, Adelaide-road, N.W., the wife of 
Edward Ford, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE, 
KsNNEDY—Manninc—Feb. 5, at Dublin, Peter Vincent Ken- 
nedy, solicitor, Nenagh, to Josephine, daughter of Alderman 
Joseph Manning, J.P., 78, Harcourt-street, Dublin. 


DEATHS. 
BranD—Feb. 7, at Kirremuir, N.B., George Bell Brand, solici- 


tor. 
Curttx—Feb. 13, at his residence, 47, Lancaster- gate, Thomas 
Chitty, of the Inner Temple, aged 76. 





LIGHT MADE-DISHES versus HEAVY JOINTS. — 
“ Madam,” said a celebrated physician to a lady whose husband was 
seeking his advice on account of his im digestion, “‘ Madaia, 
what is your husband’s general diet?” ‘* Oh, one day we have a leg of 
mutton, and the nexta sirloin of beef.” ‘“‘Then pray buy a good 
cookery-book, and instruct your cook to prepare some light made- 
dishes,’’ was the physician’s advice, which, by the way, might with 
advantage be followed by most of us fast-living, brain-wasting English- 
men. Too frequently our animal food is taken in a form suited 
to the ploughman or day labourer, and this arises, to a large extent, 
from our ignorance of Francatelli’s famous dictum—‘‘ The foundation 
of all , ge cookery is the stock-pot,” or, as the French chef would say, 
Jus de viande concentré.”” The difficulty also in the way has been 
that the “ stock-pot ” was not always at hand, aod was dependent for 
its repletion upon previous cooking operations ; but we can no longer 

ead this excuse since such an excellent preparation as “The Liedig 

‘Ompany’s Extract of Meat” is now, like the poor, “always with us,” 
and by its friendly aid an excellent andagreeably flavoured light made- 
dish may be speedily prepared from scraps of joints, poultry, and other 
* inconsidered trifies,” much to the gratfication of our palates and the 
health and comfort of our digestive organs.— Morning Post. 





---~ —— a 
LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farpay, Feb. 8, 1878. 

Shutte, Ernest Richard Vyvyan, and Joseph Howlett, Portiand st, 
Southampton, solicitors. Feb t x 3 
Stevens, John Robert, William Robert Wilkinson, and David Harris, 

Coleman st, solicitors. Dee 31 
Turapay, Feb. 12, 1878. 
Crozier, Suita, sages, and Harold Lumb, Moorfields, Liverpool, 
solicitors, bd § 
Mathias, Henry, James Eaton Evans, and Edward Eaton Evans, Haver 
fordwest, solicitors. Jan 31 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, Feb. 8, 1878. 
Lautrep ut Caancery. 
Crumlin Viaduct Works Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R. dated Jan 12, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Lawrance & Uo, solicitors for the petitioners 
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Norton Green Coal , Limited. By an an order made by V.C. 
Bacon, dated Jan 12, it was "ordered that the volar? winding up 
of the above company be continued. Shaw and Tremellen, Gray’s 
—— agents for Whalley, Blackburn, solicitor for the peti- 


Public Supply Association, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sentez Feb 4, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Friday, 
Feb 22. Coburn, Leadenhall st, solicitor for the petitioner 

= Iron and Coal Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an 
order, dated Dec 1, appointed Samuel Lowell Price, Gresham st, to 
be oficial liquidator 

Tuzspay, Feb. 12, 1878. 
LiMiTED In Cuancerr. 

Agricultural, Auction, and Agency Company, Limited.—Petition for 
wirding up, presented Feb to be heard before the M.R. on 
Saturday, Feb 23° Van Sandan and Cumming, King st, Cheapside, 
— for the petitioners 

way Brewery Syndicate; Limited.—Creditors are requirei on or 

rch 14, tosend their names and addresses, and the par- 
poser ola of their debts or claims to Robert Payne, Lothbury. Thurs- 
day, March 28, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims 

Holmbush, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 7, 
directed to be heard before V.C. —_ on Friday, Pred 22. Miller, 

te x) solicitor for the petitio 

North t Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 
11, directed to be heard before V.O. Malins on Friday, Feb 22. Lewis 
and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner 

Railway Steel and Plant y, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Hall, dated Feb 1 it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Phelpsand Co, Gresham st, agents for Sale and Co, 
Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 


NLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Frrvay, Feb. 8, 1878. 

Houghton -le-Spring ey cer es —Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 4, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Feb 16. Rogerson 
and Ford, Chancery lane, agents for Marshall, Durham, solicitor for 
the petitioner 

County Patative or LANCASTER. 
TveEspar, Feb. 12, 1878. 

Union Spinning Company, Hindley, Limited.—The V.C. has fixed Feb 
21, at 11, at 78, Cross st, Smeets as the time and place for the 
appointment of an official liquidator 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Faripay, Feb. 8, 1878. 
oases Sunday School Sick Society, Habergham, Lancashire, Jan 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Semmens Feb. 5, 1878. 
Billsop, Robert, Leicester, Rope ‘Manufacturer. March 6. Stevenson, 
Leiceste 


cr 
Brown, Mary, Gloucester st, Portman sq. March 25. Druce and Co, 
Billiter 


sq 
oS Sones, Willington, Durham, Butcher, Feb 25. Waistell, 
Burroughs, Richard Charles, Bristol, Barrister-at-law. March 25. 
Sweet and Burroughes, Bristol 
Sty ag Beckwith, Long Eaton, Derby, Medical Practitioner. 
Clark and Huish, Wariwick 
Caspa Michael, Cullum st, Merchant. March 23, Steinberg, Bread 


Chalten, Wiliam, Malbam, Sussex, Farmer. Aprill. Daintrey, Pet- 


Friary, Feb, 8, 1678, 

Anderson, Sarah, Plymouth. April !. ‘Gard, Devonport 

Ballard, William, Cranbrook, Kent, Watchmaker. April 1. Philpott 
and Woo!, Cranbrook 

Bayne, Jane, Hastings, Sussex. Feb26. Grover and Humphreys, 
King’s Bench wa'k 

Bradshaw, Job,!Nottingham, Gent, March 9. Bradshaw, N 

Brooker, Mary ‘Ann, Toweester, Northampton, March 15, 
Sons, Leamington 

Brown, Nicholes, Willington Qusy,. Northumberland, Publican, Apri} 
30, Lietch and Co, North Snield 

Chaplin, Marianne, Colchester. March 25. Pope and Buckley, Co. 
chester 

Cogdon, John, Sunderland, Plumber. March 15. Kidson and Co, 
Sunderland 

Command. Joseph, Leeds, Gent. March 8. Christie, we 

Crook, John. Didsbury, Lancashire, Beerhouse keeper arch 4, 
Potter and Lowe, Manchester 

Forrest, Joseph, Latchford, Cheshire, Miller. March 25, Nicholl 
and Co, Altrincham 

Hamilton, Arthur Phillip, Dorset sq, Admiral H.M'’s Navy. March 1, 
Lambert and Co, John st, Bedford row 

Hanson, Ellen, Hunslet, York. April1l. Hick and Jones, Leeds 

Hedwith, John Aaron, South Shields, Master Mariner. March 1. Scott, 
South Shields 

Jackson, William, Church Coppenhall, Cheshire, Blacksmith, Apr} 
11. Latham and Bygott, Sandbach 

James, James Weekes, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. March 9, Wiltons ang 
Riddiford, Gloucester 

Jones, John, Penydarran, Glamorgan, Cattle Dealer, March }, 
Williams and Sona Merthyr Ty: 

Lambert, Rev Richard i. Farran, Fivehead, Somerset. March 
25. Gregory and Son, Bristo 

Lawson, Henry, Weymouth s Portland place. Mareh10. Winnett, 
Fenchureh et 

Lewis, Henry James, Marsham st, Westminster, Gas Fitter. Apri 
15. Rogers, Vietoria chambers, Westminster 

Maunsell, Sarah, Bishops Waltham. March 5. Goater, Southamptos 

Maunsell, William, Bishops Waltham, Gent. March 5. Goater, South. 


Peay Elizabeth Laura, Caversham, Oxford, March 6. Mott, 


Paternoster row 
Pees, Miles, Hollesley, Suffolk, Farmer. April 4. Welton, Wood 
bridge 
Price, Benjamin, Longtown, Hereford, Farmer, April4. Gabb ard 
Walford, Abergavenny 
, Ann, Elms, Sunderland. March 15. Kidson and Co, Sunder. 
d 


Robinson, William, Hemsworth, York, Farmer. May 1, Wainwright 
and Mason, Wakefield 
Taylor, od Accrington, Lancashire, Builder. March 1. Ballard, 
Accring 
Vallack. 1 oie Adoniah, Great Torrington, Devon, Solicitor. March 
16, Smith and Bennett, Devonport 
Wace, Anne, Camdenrd. Marchil. Grover and Hamphreys, Kiog’s 
Bench walk, Temple 
Watkin, John, Newport, Salop, Gent. March 25. Heane, ——. 
Ww re wil liam Childs, Newport, Monmouth. March1. An 
jack burn 
he gg oP ene og St Helen’s, Lancashire. March 2i. Barrow 
and Cook , 8t Helen’s 
Touspar, Feb. 12, 1878, 
Baker, Catherine, Louth, Lincolo. April6. Wood, Louth 
a ar, Dane, Bolton, Lancashire, Gent. Apvil 1. Taylor and 
ms, n 
Bell, Jane, Secon pata aa March 30. Ingledew and Daggett, 





Colceck, Wiliam, Rose Rose Bank, Hants, Gent. april 1, Smith, And 
Crock, John, West Dear, Hants, Builder.” Masch 1. Wilson and Co, 


creprer, » Thomas Martindale, Ormskirk, Lancashire, Joiner. March 1. 
elsby and Co, Ormskirk 
Crows, Cbarles ashiby, Waltor-on-the-Naz>, Essez, Gent. March 8. 


Evtis, aney, Leicester, Esq. ne Salusbury, Leicester 
F. » Kingston-opon-Hull, Farrier. March 15. Jackson, 


ay Poe reese House, Woreester. March 21, Wragge and 
geet ee Sees Paton, Se Bramshaw, Hants, Esq. April 

Hal, Yao Evesbatch, Hereford, Farmer. Feb 20. Bentley, 
Saag Ardwick, Manchester, Yeoman. Feb 28. Buckley 
sdhoesn, Elgar Manchester, Contractor. March 16. Payne and 
reign, Area, pore hy agama , Eeq. Feb2s, Parkin and Pag- 
ay, Margaret, Ryder st, & James. March 20, Chamberlain, Fins- 
Kicks, Thomas, Shaw Shaw, Lancashire, Plamber, March 4. Standring, 
Phillips, Jobn, Newport, Moranouth, Innkeeper. Feb 25. Gibbs and 
ray a Gloucester, Gent. March 16, ‘Wiltons and Riddi- 

» Mary, Wingham, Berks, Spinster. May 1, Cooke, 

a pag Liveryod, Merchant. March 20, Bateson and‘ Co, 
Sate, Somad, Dorey, Irontoander, March 25. Olark and Huish, 
Thompson, Roar, Gatton, Gent. March4, Thompson, the Mount, 
ee ee Oakley sey 2, Contes town, Hog, March 14. Geare 


‘Wright, 6 Toi Linen 
Wiig}, Kasei Seorg, , Ay A ad + 2, Wag Janae York 


Ne 
Blanksby, William, A ‘alt Hucknall, Derby, Iankeeper. March 2, 
Gratton and Marsden, Chesterfield 
Bodie, James, Alverstoke, Hants, Retired Captain ;R.N. March 2, 
Panna Ch Enfield May 1 
quet, James atman, Claysmore, Eofield, Esq. a 
Farrar and Farrar, Wardrobe place, Doctors’ commons 7” 
Bromfield, Eliza, Ryde, Isle of Wight. March 9. Merediths and Oo, 
New aq, Lincoln’s inn 
Burton, Jane Piekering, Cheshunt, Herts. March ‘25, Ware and 
Hawes, Great Winchester st buildings 
Cunard, Edward, Canterbury, Kent, a Licut H.M’s Army. April 12. 
oa and Oo, Coleman st 
Dy, Friediin, Su Stony Stratford, Buckingham, March 380, Farrott, 
ny Stratf 
Fisher, Christopher py White’s row, Spitalfields, Clothier, March 


Franci, Daniel, Cardiff, Oarpenter, March 1, Daltons and Co, Car- 

Griffith 6, David Kinsey, One Goarene, Montgomery, Grocer. March 15. 
Williams and Co, 

Hovtherse, hy abet Mary ‘Ans, Great Malvern, Worcester. March 
2 arro’ 

Hut, Thomas, "Marshfield, Gloucester, Gent, May 1, Keary and 00, 
Br vo ll, George, Cape Const, Western Africa, Merchant, July 1. 
Pat Co, Queen Victoria st 

Kirk nog re Ky ety . thes Hall, Grocer, March 9, Lave- 

reon Ginger 

Tee, Chiaries Thomas, Clapham rd, Butcher, March 11, Tyrell, Grays 

Leoch, Bagshaw 4, Cheshire, Silk Finisher, Marels 
12." Brocklehurst and Co. M ; 


Levason, ~~ psvesped. March 1, Wright and Co, Liv 


“(ie eae hao ra 8 
t 00 ur 
ar Fy" ove, Morpeth,’ Northumberland. March 30, Hind- 


marsh, A 
Mi tr, lari, Lady Dowager, Lower Dorkeley st. March 15. Bord, 


"ol 
ewan, thomas Loods, Land Agent. March 81, Nelson and Co, 
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Parmenter, » Winlem, Wethersfield, Essex, Farmer. April 20. Velky 


Sthicvery, Witam, Wen — Lancashire, Beerssilier. April 
and 

phot Will Stone = ey senate nee, China Manu‘acturer. 
March 31. Adderley and Ma 

Priest, pam see -Honley, "York Ai Labourer. April 8. 
Owen, Hu 

Boe, John ee, Piccadilly, Esq. March 30. Jordan, Westminster 

bers, 

sat ivi cs Themes elines, Hoole Lodge, Chester, Gent. March 
6 rlington and Sons, Wigan 

Tollada: er ae Roger, Clewer, Berks, Boat Builder. March 25. Longand 
Co, 


‘ Rev Robert, Morden, Surrey. March 31. Janson ani Co, 
Finsbury circus 

Walker, Robert, Bolton, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. April30. Wat- 
kins and Son, Bolton 


Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Feb. 8, 18 
Under the Bankruptcy ror 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
» and Richard J Brand, Bury st, St James’, Butchers. 
“re at Feb 7.’ Pepys. Keb 20 at } 

vey. pees, Chalk Farm rd, Tavern Keeper. Pet Feb 5. Hazlitt. 


Oi i9 atl 
4 Great Tower st, Wine Merchant. Pet Jan 29° 
Brougham. Feb 20 at 12 
Sutherland, James, and James rrr Lime st, General Merchants. 


Pet Feb 6. Spring-Rice. Feb 19 atl 
Van Stan, Frederick James. ot — st, Cement Manufacturer. Pet 


Feb 6. Spring-Rice. 19 at 


Worswick, TT A fw. lane, Coal Factor. Pet Feb 6. Spring- 
Rice, Feb 19 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
‘Magden, Leonard, Eccles, = Commission Agent. Pet Feb 6, 
Hu:ton. Salford, Fed 27 at 1! 
Senior, John, Harlow heath, York, Market Gardener. Pet Feb 5. 
Perkins. York, Feb 26 at 11 
Whaley, Overend, Sane, Woolstapler. Pet Feb 5, Robinson, 
Bradford, Feb 19 at 9 
Wilkinson, Jaen, Leeds, Maltster. Pet Feb 4, Marshall. Leeds, 
Feb27atil | 
Tusspay, Feb. 12, 1878, 
nder the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
4o Surrender in London 
Bankes, Tnomas Holme, Camden a, “Ghepher’s bush, Cow- 
keeper. Pet Feb8. Keene. Feb 22 at 


wre 1 aoe High Holborn, swiiltner.. ‘pet Feb 7. Pepys. Feb 


27 at 12,30 

Perkins, Jane Florence, Queen Anne st, Cavendish sq. Pet Feb 8, 
Keene, Feb 22 at 12.30 

Ritherdon, North, hae veg ay West Hackney, Civil Engineer. Pet 
Feds. Keene. Feb 22 at 

Robins, Arthur Joseph, Dactioen, Skirt Manufacturer. Pet Feb 8. 
Keene. Feb 22 atll 

Taylor, eee James, Rezent st, no occupation. Pet Feb 7. Pepys. 


Feb 27 at 1 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Guszwell, William, Great Grimsby, Smack ‘Oweer. Pet Feb 6. 
Daubney. Great Grimsby, Feb 35 at 12.30 
Harding, Murray, Watchet, Somerset, Scrivener. Pet Feb 9. Meyler. 
Taunton, Mar 2 at 12 
Jackson, James, Sere, Durham. Pet Feb 8, Marshall. 


Durham, Feb 26 at 
ha Provision Merchant, Pet Feb 9. 


Key, Robert Boyd, Her 
Davis. Newport, Feb 
‘Mann, Ni Leeds, ote Pet Feb 6. Marshall. Leeds, 
Sawney, William, Beverley, Mg Machinist. Pet Feb 6. Rollitt. 
on-upon-Hull, Feb 25 at 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Tussvay, Feb, 12, 1878, 
Moore, William, Beccles, Suffulk, Printer, Jan24 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frivay, Feb, 8, 1878, 
ey | ewe ve Quay, Poole, Dorset, Blacksmith, Feb 21 at $ at offices 
a ye ee to Poole - de r 
» Charles, Richard ewoas' pne, 
Manufacturers, Feb 20 at Applet’: at oflices of Keonlyside and 
Forster, St John's chambers, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Baker, Francis Jones, Queen's rd, Peckham, Timokeeper. Fed 18 at, 
Ubat offices of Irving and Co, laue 
Baker, Thomas Hern, Clanfield, Oxford, Lo ge Feb 22 at 2 at 
the Marlborough Arms Hotel, Witney Jotcham, Wantage 
> er, Robert, Bisckbarn, Draper, Feb 19 at 3 at oficesof Lawton, 
guweety st, Manchester, Scott, Black burn 
John, Soartho, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb Qt at il at offices of 
2 Rasen - Haddelsey, Royal Dock chambers, Great Grimsby 
Joho, and Richard William Slaughter, Manchester, 
pene rebis ‘8 at 3 at offices of Addieshaw and Warburton, Nor- 
ane 
Beresford, Richard Rowboitom, a, Commission Agent, Feb 22 
at iat’ offices of Tillett, Opie at, Norwich 
Ble, Williaw, Burnley, Jonfootioner, Feb 21 ata at offices of 
Artindale and Artindalo, Hargreaves st, Burnley 
~ hye ag Wilson at = common, ” paker. Feb 13 at 4 
1, Charles a0, Hoxton, Pa 
ag Ta —aenee Bromley, Kent Fivnmon, v, Feb 10 at dat offices 
ond Co, Gresham buitai dings, all at 





Boling, Frederick, Princes rd, Notting hill, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 
23 at 12 at offces of Parker and ‘and Boardman, Victoria house, Trinity 


st, Southwark 

Booth, George Edmund, Smee Baider. Feb 20 at3at offlecsof 
Murray and and Wrigley, Clg altos st, Oldham 

Bonner, Tilding Kentrd, Licensed Victualler. Feb 23-at 
32 at offices of Hill Ge Queen st, Cheapside 
Bradley, ‘oe Builder. Feb 18 at3 at offices of Clegg, 
Clegg st, 0) Idham. 

Brenner, en ne any Francis PR rage ” 
Licensed Victuallers. Feb 21 at 11 at cinoaset Ward Albert 28, 
Middlesborough 

Broddeck, John Lorenz, Brick lane, Spitalfields, Baker. Feb 25 at 2 
at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Sandom and Co 

Brooks, William, New Sleaford, Lincola, Boot Dealer. Feb 26 at 12 
at offices of Holdich, West st, New Sleaford 

Buxton, James, Leicester, Tailor. Feb 25 at 3 at offices of Wright, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 

Cafferata, Philip, Sunderland, Surgeon Dentist. Feb 21 at 12at offices 
Wright, John st, Sunderland 

bers, Coutts Lindsay, Wootton Wawen, Warwick, Farmer. Feb 
22 at ll at the Woolpack Hotel, Warwiek. Sa Warwick 

Coburn, Samuel, Denton, Lancashire, Auctioneer. Feb 28 at 3 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Crown Point, Denton, -Drinkwater, Hyde 

Coombs, Heber Austin, Southampton, Draper. Feb 18 at 3 at offices 
of Shatte, Portiand st, Southampton 

Cossins, George, Borrowby, Yor York, Blacksmith, Feb 21 at Li at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, N rthallerton. Jefferson, Northallerton 

Craven, David, Spennymoor, Durham, Grocer. Feb 26 at 11 aj offices 
of Proud, Market place, Bishop Auckland 

Crosland, John ,jan, Wakefield, ont of business. Feb 21 at 3 at ths 
Great Northern Hotel, Westgate, Wakefield. , WakeGeld 

Curiies, John, Princes rd, Notting bill, Cheesemonzer. Feb 21 at3 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Curtis, Old Jewry chambers 

Datice, Thomas, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Grocer. Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 
Lodge, Park row, Leeds 

Davey, Frederick, Bristol, Hotel Keeper. Feb 19 at 2 at offices of 
Soave, Royal Insurance bvildings, Corn st, Bristol. Jacques, 

risto! 

Davies, William Francis, Pontypool, Grocer. Feb 21 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs snd Llewellyn, Trecegar place, Newpor: 

Davis, Joseph Samuel, Bedford, Poulterer. Feb 21 at 12 at offices of 
Whyley and Piper, Dame Alics st, Bedford 

Dearsiey, George, Middlesborough, Builder. Feb 16 at 11 at the 
Wellington Hotel, Albert rd, Middlesbo- ough. 

Dew, Alfred. Newbold Moor, nr Chesterfield, Builder. Feb 23 at 3.at 
offices of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Dixon, John, Billi ngham, Durham, Innkeeper. Feb 22 at 11 at offices 
of Peacock, Zetland rd, Middiesborough 

Dresser, John, Walsall, ‘Organ Builder. oe 22 at 11 atadlices of Wil- 
kinson and Gillespie, Bridge. st, Walsal 

Dring, Mary, Claxton, "York, Farmer. Feb 26 at 12 at offices of Wil- 
kinson, St Helen’s sq, York 

Elliott, Andrew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boot Dealer. _— atil at 
offices of Keenlyside = Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Elliott, John, Quebec, Durham, no occupation. Feb 20 at3 at the 
fe and Crown Hotel, Market ~ Darham, 

rham 

Fairbrother, Thomas William eng aa. Feb 2lat3 at offices of 
Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bol 

Finlan, James, South Shields, Builder. “Feb 21 at 3 at offices of Ren- 
noldson, King st, South Shields 

Fissi, Fermo, Upper Norwood, Confectioner. Feb 25 at 123 at offices of 
Mote, Walbrook 

Fox, Ann2, Liverpool, a re Keeper. Feb 23 at 2 at offices of 
Biease, Castle st, Liverpoo 

Fried’ander, Salomo, lidalesberoush, Dealer in Jewellery. Feb 20 at 
2 at the Temperance Hotel, Lanes ra, Middlesborough. Baia- 
bridge and Barcley, Middlesbo borrugh 

Fryer, John Henry, Kingston-upon-Hal!, Jeweller. Fed 16 at Ll at the 

aeen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, New st, Birmingham. Laverack, 


Geary, John Matthew, Bartholomew close, Fancy Box Maker. Feb 15 
at 2 at offices of Parnell, Fenchurch at 
ian Jobn {tee South _— Grocer. Feb 19 at$-at offices of 
Scott, Kin 


— Jeon oy Lancashire, Tea Dealer. Feb@lat$ 
the Derby Hotel, St James at, Pion, Davliagt, Je aitos, Blackbara 

see ee Robert Ham Jewellers. Fed 

223 at 3 at of Barros, High ro 
Handtord cee ‘Tome Bolder. "Fed 2) at L2.at offices of Passel 
Co, Corn st, Bristel 

Bw nn Joho, Sanderland, Eagiseer. Fed 25 at 12 atofiiees of Steel, 

a op 


Bank b 
Lorne rd, Finsbury park, Commercial 
veller. Feb 28 at 12a ofiere of of Philip, row, Cannon st 
Hirst, James, Huddersfield, Fiock Dealer. Feb at Sat ome of 
PE mgs fee ew udderafiedd 
Whitehouse, Tybarn, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, eat of 
ee Pee Id ct th et olives of Games an Grifio, Tempte row, 


Howe, William, and John Howe, Coatham, York, Ironmongers. Fed 
one 11 at the Waterloo Hote!, Market place, Darlington, Wooler, 
ington 
Seabee bans, el Ce Ped 21 at 2 at the Palstaff Hotel, 
Market place, ee wen, Manchester 
ren Dealeee 3 Fea 33 at ll at offices ef Bowen, 


Jenkins, David, Blaentlywerneg, Cardigan, Carrer, Fed atl? at 
the Townhall, Aberystwith. Atwood and Sea, A’ th 
Jenbina, David, Ponterwyda, eaten — ae ‘> i atl at 
the Townhall, Aberyatwath, Atwood and Son. —_ 
ie Saeed ham, ——— * Ped Sdat Lar emices 
of Hawkes and Weekes, 


Johnaton, Thomas, West S hanoneeen, Tailor, Fed 27 at’ at 
offices of Rylance and Barker, Bssex st, Manchester 

Jones, Albert Lewis, A Innkeeper. | -phiebeateente 
Townhall, Aberystwita, l, Aderyetwil 
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Thomas, Smallheath, nr Birmi: Tripe Dresser. Feb 21 
at offices of Hernblower and Hadley, Water'oo st, Birmingham 
c Grocer. Feb 22 at 1 at the 


ni 
t, Merioneth, Grocer. Feb 


18 at Hi _ cena of Fes’ iz 
saat -the-Sea, York, ‘Grocer. Feb 21 at 11 at 
offices of Robson, Liathorpe rd, Middlesbo: 
‘Wolverhampton, Engine Tenter. Feb 26 at 1 at offices 

Darli st, Wolverhampton 

Plumber. Feb 22 at 12 at offices 
on, Sarre: st, Sheffield 
Mile Shoe ener. Feb 20 


inesb 
at offices of Seaman, Walsall st, Wednesbu 
Lipoloskie, Isaac, Manchester, Provis ision Dasier, Feb 25 at 8 at offices 
Gardner, Cooper st, Manch 
Liewellin, Isaac, ns Mon, “Provision Merchant. Feb 25 at 12 at 
offices of Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 
Load, Edward, Friday st, Commission Agent. Feb 26 at 12 at offices of 
Plunkett, Gutter lane 
William, Kidderminster, Schoolmaster. Feb 15 at 3 at 
offices 


McKane, Fa meg Oliphant, Byers green Hall, Durham, Surgeon. 
Feb 21 at 1 at offices of Wilson, Gollingwood at, Newcastle-upon- 


Messer, John, Great Barrington, Gloucester, Farmer. Feb 23 at !1 at 
oom Fox Hotel, Chipping Norton, Oxford. Kilby and Co, Chipping 


Merri, ~~_ ry Ty isa Liansaintff-aidd Glyn Ceriog, Denbigh, 
eelwright. Mar 2 at 1 at the Hand Hotel, Chirk. Sherratt, 

Wresbam 

= Francis, Millom, Cumberland, Draper. Feb 22 at 2 at cffices 

of Butler, Millom - 

Othick, William, a Boot Maker. Feb 21 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Tank cham Park row, Leeds 

Palmer, Nathaniel, Bristol, out of business, Feb “4 atl at offices of 
Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristo 

Parr, Richard, and William May, a Builders. Feb 26 at 11 
at 14 Low pavement, Nottiogham. 

Pearson, James, Nottingham, Printer. oreb 26 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Peaurt, Wiliam, Darlington, Tobacconist. Feb 20 at 11 at offices of 
Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Phair, William, Liverpool, Coal Dealer. Feb 22 at 3 at offices of Green, 
Ciayton sq, Li 1 

= John, 

Morgan st, Tredegar 

Prout. Eéwin, a Wire Worker. Feb 19 at 3 at offices of 
Fal Cherry st, Birmingham 

Bavené, Rudolph, Birmingham, Merchant. Feb 21 at 2 at the Queen’s 
Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham, Johnson and Co, 


Birmingham 
Richards, Thomas, ané John Treherne, Smethwick, Stafford, Builders. 
Feb 20% at 12 at offices of Smith, Ann st, Birmingham 
Roberta, John, bse oar Carnarvon, Farmer. Feb 22 at 11 at 
a 4:ms Hotel, Pwllheli, Carnarvon. Breese and Co, 
Robinson, George Sewerby, Tripling Hoes, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 20 
at 12 at the South Yorkshire Hotel, Crowle Wharf, Lincoln. Car- 


Robinson, Henry r Det ingion Lock Manufacturer. Feb 23 at 11 
at cflices of Fee, Dar m st, Wolverhampton 
Robinson, John, Book , Farmer. Feb 22 at 3 at offices of Pease, 
"s terrace, Goole 
Byan, John, North Shields, Grocer. Feb 21 at 11,20 at offices of Black- 
aes Seong es Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hey Nail Maker. Feb 19 at ‘a at offices of Pad- 


Feb 25 at 1 at offices 
sae ete st, Strato rd, ag Plate Worker. Feb 26 at 
st offices of Wits, Charis 


Hoxto 
a oe Beanah 4 Talor. ee Feb 16 at 12.20 at offices of 
aa o4, jun, Walsall, Statord 
Simms, Alfred, jun, sieall, Staxord, out of business. Feb 21 at 11 at 
. ctheces of ey en Park st, Walsall 
wi, Lan ets not Emyth, as erronecusly printed 
de Grey Bowyer (en Trihemase'r Feb 21 at 12 at the 
Gunaben Tavern, Guasbom at. Fenchurch st 
Emith, Willism Cochrane, Newington, bowlles Grocer, Feb 25 at 1 at 
- of Torry, Cogan’s chambers, Bow! lane, Kingston-upon- 


Spdten Zones Bisydon, Durhem, Manufacturer's Clerk. Feb 20 at 12 
me cfhees of een and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
’ 


Equibb, cba, Bournemoxt,, Boot Maker, Feb 20at3 at the Grand 


near George, Bath ond Sea, Ben Wheelwright. Feb 19 at 1 
Ww 19 1 
Mees A Aubyn, Lombard - hlephia 
tops, Romy, jan, Fordcombe, Kent, Grocer. Fob 18 at 11 at offices 
of Berton, Dytt terrace, Tusbsidge Wells 
Teak, Eeanvel, Dunstable, Kestord, Wh Manufacturer. Feb 22 
atti at the Soger Lost Hctel, Dunstabie. and Bon, Dun- 


Chartermaster, Veb 22 at 3 at 
wp onih if Aiton igh brely bi Driver. Fi : 
sil, 18 i 
ee mgs Pari = Be als fad 


, Mon, Grocer. Feb 22 at 11 at offices of Harris, 


jament Ki pte 
o-hail, builder gen at il at cmos of 


78 teary Bat, igo Bakers, Feb25 at li at 


be, King’s 24 





Walker, Samuel Peace, Newcastle-upon-T yne, Gas Fitter. Feb 21 at 
11 at offices of Walker, New Bridge st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Mont- 
ery, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Waeone, y amen, Se » Builder. Feb 20 at 11 at offices of 
Rooke, B: ham 
White, Skreen, , Broughton Gifford, Wilts, Beer Retailer. Feb 19 atl) 
eS —- Foley and 8 ns, Manvers st, Trowbridge. Spackman, 


bridge 

whitneld, Robert Temperley, Blackhill, Durham, Shoemaker, Feb 29 
at 11 at offices of Welford, jun, Middle st, Consett, Durham 

oe _ Ipswich. Fed 25 at 2 at the Railway Tavern, Melis, 

ole. ross 

Whittaker, James, Macclesfield, Coal Sate. Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 
Parrott and Co, Church side, Macclesfie 

Windle, George, Sheffield, be ge Feb 18 at 10 at offices of 
Lister, Fig Tree lane, Sheffield. Machen 

Wingrove, Edmund Walter, Twickenham, Esq. Feb 18 at 1 at the 
— Tavern, Gresham st, Osborne and Summerhays, Gresham 


Hous 

Wood, Joke, Stretford, Lancashire, Salesman. Feb 21 at 3 at officesof 
Garthwaite, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Zolki, Marks, Sheffield, ee f . joe: ‘ler. Feb 22 at 2 at offices of 
Tattershall, St James st, Sheffi 4 


TUESDAY, 12, 1878. 

Aitken, Thomas, Bradford, Potato Merchant. Feb 22 at 11 at offices 
of Berry and Robirson, Charles st, Bradford 

Alder, Enoch, Raglan, Mon, Auctioneor. Feb 26 at 3 at Frogmore st, 
Abergavenoy 

Al'en, 5 Po and Mary Little, mnlbabiete, Northumberland, Milliners, 
Mar 4 at 2 at offices of Carrick and Oo, Haltwhistle 

Anderson, Wi)liam, Ford, Devon, Retired Warrant Officer in R.N. Mar 
4 at 12 at offices of Beer and Rundle, Ker st, Devonport ° 

Archer, James, Liverpool, Albumen Dealer. Feb 28 at 2 at offices of 
Stephens and Danger, Victoria st, ies «y 

Armitage, Edward, Leeds, Tobacconist, Feb 23 at 11 at offices of 
Hopps and Bedford, Bank st, Lecds 

Arnold, Daniel, Shierley grove, Wandsworth rd, Eating House K 
Feb 21 at 3 at Roberison’s Mereantile Office, ‘Garratt lane, T 


Sur! 

Atkins, Ernest, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Licensed Victualler. Feb 26at 
12 at offices ot Langham, Robertson st, Hastings 

Bain, David, St Ann’s-on-the-Sea, Lancashire, {Builder. Mar 4 at 2 
= og Shel'ey Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston, Morgan, 


ae, Detenin Taylor, Crich, Derby, Saddler. Feb 28 at 11 at the 
Bell Hotel, Derby. Harris, crie h 
Bate, James, Birmingham, Kitchen Range Furniture Maker. Feb % 
at 12 at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 
Bennett, Samuel, Hyde, Cheshire, ovt of business. Feb 27 at 3 at the 
Norfolk Arms Hote), Hyde. Smith 
Bird, Henry, New Radford, Nottingham, Warehouseman’s Assistent. 
Feb 25 at 12 at offices of Frazer, Wheeler gate Nottingham 
— J on Dates Corn Factor. Feb 28 at 2 at offices of Hextall, 
‘all st, D 
Blyth, Thomas ’ Gcodman, Tuxford, Nottingham, Beer Merchant. Mar 
1 at 11 at offices of Marshall and Co, Chapelgate, East Retford. Ber 
oe East Retford 
Bridgman, William, St Blazsy, Cornwa!l, Forage Dealer. Feb 26 at 2 
at St George’s Hall, East Stonehouse 
Brows, George Pomf: ett, Oxford st, Designer of Fashions. Feb 25 at 
3 at offices of Lickorisb, Walbrook 
Browne, John Aaron, Ely, Farmer. Feb 26 at 2 at the Bell Hotel, Ely. 
Wallingford, 8t Ives 
Browne, Martin, Birkenhead, Solicitor. Feb 25 at 3 at offices of Sheen 
and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool. Bartlett 
Buxton, Dick Hadlow, Mary st, South Lambeth, Manufacturing Per- 
fumer. Feb 26 at 12 at offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Carruthers, William, Isaac Carruthers, and James Carruthers, Fen- 
church st, Wine Merchants. March 1 at 2.80 at offices of Payne, 
Fornivel’s inn, Trinders and Co, Bishopsgate within 
Checkley, Jonas, Birmingham, Baker, Feb 25 at 11 at offices of Walter, 
Ann st, Birmingham 
Clark, Thomas Bowen, Middlesborough, Beerhouse Keser, Feb 27 at 
10 at offices of Wilkes, Zetland rd, Middlesbor: 
om Edward William, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. Feb 19 at 3 at offices 
‘weedy, High st, Stoskton-on-Tees 
Collins Charles, Great Charlotte st, Blackfriars rd, Cap Manufacturer. 
Fob 38 of LS at the Masad Hall, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st 
icks, Globe rd 
Compton, Robert oe hy Bristol, Drysalter, Feb 23 at 10 at offices 
of Compton, Guildball chambers 
Conibear, John, lifracombe, Devon, Draper. Feb 28 at 12 at the Angel 
Hotel, Barnsta) me Pox, Iifracombe 
Cook, Charies, pe ich, Wholesale Confectioner. March 4 at 1 at 
offices of Motley aud Bhirreft Palmerston betldin s, Old Broad st 
Craven, James, Black pod, urer, Feb 27 at 11 at offices of Mor- 
n, Ohurch st, Black 
s, Hugh, Herefo ane, Feb 21 at 10.30 at offices of Garrold, 
idemarsh st, Herefi rd 


Deve, 3 eer , Swansea, Grocer, Feb 21 at 11 at offices of Donague, 
5, Swansea 
Davien3 sob Bradtors Milliner, Feb 25 at 4 at offices of Atkinson, 


el ot, 
Devlen Jot John Cleston, jun, Newtown, Flannel Manu- 


Montgomery, 
facturer. Feb 22 at 12.20 at offices of Williams and Oo, The Bank, 


yer abe York, Blackemith, Feb 25 at 11 at offices 
and Bon, Albion at, Leeda 

, William, mee, Give, es Neath, Finmoeaee, Merchant's Clerk, Feb 

‘1 at offices Thomis, York plase, Swanses 
val lip Wom pices, Geos 28 » Dalston, Provision Desler, Fob 2) a 4 


‘enton 

Egan, Kienast ia haa Liverpoo), Grocer, Feb 27 at 3 at offices of 
Qu n st, Liv 

y Wear t Coralrty Bu wrham, Grocer. Fob 22 at 11 at offices 


Bigie, Jo 

nali, Badler 

Lvane, 4-75 Holywell, "vlint, Tailor, Feb 25 at 3 at offices of Evans, 
Well st, Holy well 


: eeveFefot ete bete! oF h sEvEoks i ebedabeled pF: 


, 


dle 


1! 


eteis 


= 
Pi 


elivis 


Esher e?ei 


eyEsee 


rit 


#3 











2 eS eee 


ee 


"Feb, 16, 1878." 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 328 








Cs - 
omas Harris, Flint, Joiner. Feb 26 at 4 at the Royal Oak Oem he Wee Pt oo Feb 25 at 3 at offices of Proud, 
Bette, Trine. Evans, Hol “2s well place, Bishop Auckland 
Temes, 8 Shi ey ork, Printer. Feb 27 at 4at offices of Atkin- Paloe, H voy =O pom rd, Grocer. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of Abra- 
rel 8 
nih ayrTol seh at, Btoke Newiogton, Baker. Feb 25 at 2at offees | Parkinson , Greengrocer. Mar | at 11 atoffices 


and Hughes, Martio’s lane, Cannon st 
in be noes Sontnante’ nr Wakefield, A Feb 22 at 11 
_ Peretices of Lak 
‘oster, William, oP meng Durham, Innkeeper. Feb 22 at 3 at offices 
Foe Wilkes, Ni Northgate, Darlingto 
Gibson, Benjamin, iddlesborough, Joiner. Feb 26 at 2 at offices of 
Brewster and Brewster, Bridge st west, Middlesborough 
Good, John, East st, Old Kent rd, ngen'k Manufacturer. “Feb 23 at 10.30 
at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile en 
wip, Enoch, Wall, Stafford, Blacksmith. Feb 25 at 11 at the Swan 
Hotel, Lichfield. Smith 
Grace, William Henry, Newport, 1.W., Grocer, Feb 26 at li-at 58, 
Bartholomew close. Joyce, Newport 
Green, Charles, Hackney rd, Oheesemonger. Feb 25 at 2 at offices of 
Blachford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 
Green, William, Cotham, Bristol, Grocer. Feb 23 at 11 at offices of 
k, Guildhall, Bristol 
Harman, aa Winchester, General Dealer. Feb 26 at 2 at offices 
of Adams and nd 60, Jewry st, Winches'er 
Hasell, William, Kidderminster, Baker. Feb 19 at 3.30 at offices of 
Miller and Co, Church st, Kiddermiaster 
, Joseph, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Feb 25 at 3 at offices 
Ponton, Dale st, Liverpool 
Hemingway, Edward, Biackpool,Grocer. Feb 28 at 12 at the Shelley 
a 4 Firhergate, Preston, Morgan, Blackpool 
hornley, Durham, Tailor. Feb 25 vat 11 at offices of 
og place, Durham 
mila, Willi am, Leicester, Draper’s Assistant. Feb 25 at 12 at olfices 
it, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Buen illiam, Harrogate, York, Whitesmith. Feb 23 at 10,30 at 
the Clarence Hotel, St Helen’s sq, York. Lodge, Leeds 
nol, W inugeery Blackburn, Cigar Merchant. Feb 25 at ll at offices of 
Livesey and Talbot, New Market st, Blackburn, Walton, Blackburn 
Howard, Jesse, Bradford, Beerseller. Feb 25 at 10.30 at offices of 
Richardson and Morris, Midland buildings, Bradford 
Howlett, William George, Frederick Jronmonger, and Edwin Beedle 
Huxtable, Birmingham, Timber Merchants. Feb 25 at 11 at offices 
a Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
ney, Aston rd, Bayswater, Carpenter. Feb 20 at 2 at offices o : 
Tint and Co, Cheapside, Hazeldine, Cheapside 
Hutton, John, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, Yors, Cabinet Maker. Feb 21 at 
12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Zvtland rd, Middlesborough. Fawcett 
Jennings, Charles, jun, Stetchworth, Cambridge, Farmer. Mar 5 at 2 
at 12, _——— st without, Clapham and Fitch, Bishopsgate st 


Jones, Jobn William, Festiniog, Merioneth, Painter. Mar 1 at 1 at 
effices of Ellis, Fourcrosses, —e 
Jones, Leonard Curtis, Borth, Cardigan, Surveyor. Feb 23 at 12 at the 
Townhall, Aberystwith. Atwvod and Son, Aberystwith 
Kearney, William, Pemberton, Lancashire, Colliery Labourer. Feb 
Mat 11 at offices of France, Church gate, Wigan 
, Samuel, Cerne Abbas, Dorsst, Innkeeper, Feb 20 at 12 at 
sof Burnett, South st, Dorchester 
Lake, James, Consett, Darham, Grocer. Feb 22 at 11 at the Neville 
» Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Welford, jun, Consett 
Lewis, David, Tredegar, Mon, Grocer, Feb 26 at 12 at offices of Collins, 
jun, Broad st, Bristol. Shepard, Tredegar 
Lingard, James, Bury, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer, Feb 27 at 10 
atoflices of Whitehead and Co, Bolton st, Bury 
list, John, Rattlesden, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb 25 at 3at the King’s 
Head Hotel, Stowmarket, Hayward and Sons, Needham Market 
Lioyd, George, eeey, Berks, Commercial Traveller. Feb 22 at $ at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Friar st, Reading. Martin, Reading 
weed a Silverdale, Stafford, Miner. Feb 22 at a at offices of 
» Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Richard, Greenhithe, Kent, uilder. Feb 25 at 12 at offices 
nkett, Gutter lane 
wi e, Colne, Laneashire, Farmer. Feb 27 at 3 at the Swan 


Hotel, Colne 

Luné, Eee, Bradford, Butcher. Feb 20 at 11 at offices of Singleton, 
New Booth st, Bradfo 

uti Chaapale John, Bromley, Grocer, Feb 28 at 11 at offices of Rex- 


ae Saddler. Feb 25 at 3 at offices of French, 
“ay hill, Cambridge 
Machin, Joreph ph Towend, Richmond, Gent, March 4 at 2 at offices of 


Mabiinson, Willige Crowther, Loughton, Essex, Warehouseman, Feb 
Nat Sat 111, Cheapside. Peckham and Co, Doctors’ commons 

Marshall, William, Victoria mews, South Hampstead, Green er. 
Feb 20 at 3 at offices of Fox, St Mary aq, Paddington 4 a 

William, Sheepshed, Leicester, Framework Knitter, Feb 96 a 

Sat the Bull's Head Hotel, Loughborough. Wright, Leicester 

mum, Otto Frederich, ets rd, Dealer in Diamonds. Feb 26 

at 3at offices of Wood, Fish st h 

Michae!, Owen, Kirkdale, Lvepest Builder. Mar 5 at 2 at offices af 

Sheen and Broachurst, North John st, Liverpool. Jones, Liverpool 
Edwin, Hurstgreen, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Fed 22 at 12 

a effices of Langham, Robertson st, Hastings 

Wasdall, Janes, Smallwood, Cheshire, Shopkeeper. Feb 25 atll at 
Wie Maret Jo West A Cee 

rege Cay tel *" and Linn ota d came, Leeds, Dyers. 
$5 at YY at offices of Walker, Kast parade, L 

eke ohn, Burslem, Butcher, Feb 20 at " at offices of Ellis, 
Market piace, Be Burslem 

Mpa, lew is, Havod and Cymmer, Glamorgan, Grocer. Fed 26 at 
1 ot Tribe and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol, Morgan, 


amin, James, jun, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Carperter, Feb 27 at 


: Naat cea of Uniy, &t John's  ohombore, igh at, Ventnor 


ot Lasn' Little Horton, iat, easmaker, Feb 23 at 1) at 
y 


trol at, Bradford 





» William, 
of os Chureh st, pool 
Payn Henry, Melbourn, Cambridge, Engiurer’s Manager. 
Feb 37 at 11 at offices of Ellison and Co, Alexandra st. es ne! 
Pearson, Charles, Southwick, nr Sunderland, Draper. Feb 25 at 12 at 
the Ro Rooms of the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, New- 
SS. e. Gibson and Pybus, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Potterveld, Frederick, Hackney rd, Boot Manufactarer. Feb 26 at 3 at 
’ Lay Maan Tavern, Matons’ Avenue, Basinghall st. Chalk, 
oorgate s' 
ber a Port Clarence, nr ee preg ean a Ionkesper. Feb 22 as 
offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middies' 
Rineioee William, South 5 Newoeid, York Farmer. Feb 28 at 2 at 
Weighton 


offices of Seaton, West re rule arket 
Sharp, Charles, Balham, Uphols‘erer. Mar 4 at 12 at 11, Bank buildings, 
Wandsworth. Baland 
14, Cheapst ~ ae Wood st, Warehouse- 


Shaw, Thomas Bel 
men, Mar 1 at th at atl 

Sheldon, George Edward. - Hardware Dealer. Feb 
a be at the Bhelley yo 5 ” Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Parry, 


Shelley, Charles, Che!msford, Essex, Carpenter. Feb 27 at 11 at offices 
of , Duke st, Chelmsford 

Shield, Hugh, Gilesgate am, Brick Manufacturer. Feb 25 
at 11 at offices of Sfarshails Market pt place, Durham 

Simms, Rupert, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Grocer. Feb 22 at 11 at offices 
of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Smith, George, Bedford, out of business. Feb 2 25 at 12 at offices of Con- 
quest and Olare, Duke st, Bedford 

Tarbath, Thomas, Colwall, Hereford, Beer Retailer. Mar 4 at 3 at 
offices of P.tt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Taylor, Alfred, Eaton Bray, Bedford, Innkeeper. Feb 28 at 2 at the 
Sugar Loaf Hotel, Dunstable. Benning and Son, —— 

Thompson, William Thomas, Crosby Hall chambers, 
within, Lighterman. Feb 20 at 3 at offices of Moss, 

Thrustle, George Alfred, Moss Side, ne iter, Sam. Feb 3 
at 11 at offices of Hardings and Co, st, 

Todman, John H , Southwark idee rd, “waren Feb 20at3 at 
offices of Adams, Qaeen’s st place, Queen st 

Toplis, Levi, New Hastwood, Nottingham, Grocer. Mar 4 at 12 at 
offices of Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Taam baer Yeovil, Somerset, Butcher, Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 

atts, 

Vereen Robert, Longthorpe, Northampton, Farmer. * @atil 
at offices of Deacon and Wiikins, Cross st, Peterborough 

Wall, Alexander Guillam, Worcester, Grocer. Feb 26 at 3 at officas of 
Corbett, Avenue House, The Worcester 

Waterhouse, Benjamin, Hulme, Grocer. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of 
Horner and Son, —— st, Manchester 

Watson, Dennis Peter, East Rigton, Yors, Farmer. Feb 22 at 3 at 
offices of Simpsen and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

bay sanyo George, Dorchester, Oxford, Builder. Feb 23 at 13.30 at 
the George Inn, High st, Wallingford, Heigesaad Co, Walliazford| 

Wheway, John William, Walsall, Brash Fimisher. Feb 25 at ll at 
offices of Duignan and Co, The Wi 

Whittle, Wi'liam, Bdlinghaw, too Farme*. Feb 27 at3 
at offices of Nicholscn, Bridge st, M 

Wilkinson, William, Gicbe rd, Mile a "Paper Box Manu‘actarer. Fed 
23 at 12 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 

Williams, Owen, Upper Bangor, Carnarvon, Bailder. Feb 25 at 1.38 
at the Railway Hotel, Haghes, Bangor 

Willisford, Edwin Gilbert, Derby, Cork Manufacturer. Feb 27 at 3 at 
offices of Moody, Market, Derby 

Wingrove, Edmund Walter, Twickenham, a at 1 at the 
Guild ahail Tavern, Gresham st. Oehme and bays, Gresham 
House, Old Broad st 

To. James, Worcester, vate Lag Feb 20 at 12 at effices 

len and Beauchamp, Sansome place, Worcester 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocelate Powder. 
et Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess 0 
bevere for Breakfast, 2 the ~~ sad = patety Com —_ 
Invalids aad Children.” " 


Being withou z spice, or caber edtsary it suits gen 
w t sugar, 
keeps totter in all climates, and is four times the strength of 
venunee 7 . ee with starch, &o., and ix REALITY counen 
than 3' 
ann Com costing less th tng h Bey = 
t ana 
Cueunrsns A Ga Vantis is the moat delicate, digestible, cheapest 
= Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pre- 


In * b peabete at ls, 6d., $s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
arities on Special Terms by the Sole 
H. SCHWEITZER a CO., 10, Adam-street, Leadon, W.C. 
ease seo" DENTISTRY. 
R, . H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
87, pane RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
Has obtained Ber Maj Regal Leire Dates foe bi pecety 


( Ned se and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH ar ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratia aad Posi-iree. 
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Just published, price One Shilling. 
REGISTER OF INVESTMENTS, 
By WILLIAM ABBOTT, 

Stock and Share Broker, 10, Tokenhouse-yard. 

register is designed to facilitate the kee of accounts where 
———_ spread over a saoher of pad and shares in the 
form of a “Trust.” It is hoped-that this book will suggest to In- 
vestors an easy method of showing at a@ glance the position of their 


Securities. 
BatzEs, Henpy, & Co., 4, Old Jewry. 


Now Ready, 6th Edition, Greatly Enlarged, price 7s, 6d., Cloth Boards, 
Gilt Lettered, 


UIDE to the PREPARATION of BILLS of 
COSTS, containing Precedents in the Chancery, Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, Exchequer, Prcbate (Contentious and Non-Con- 
tentious), Divorce and Admiralty Divisions, ruptey, Crown 
Office, Conveyancing, County Court, &c., &e., to which is added the 
SCHEDULE of FEES UNDER the SUPREME COURT of JUDICA- 
TURE ACT, including the New Fees in the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division, Court Fees, Rules of Court as to Costs; also 
Scale of Allowances to Witnesses in the High Court of Justice, Bank- 
ruptey and County Court, Affidavits of Increase, General Chi in 
Conveyancing, and Scale of Commission Proposed by the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society for the Remuneration of Solicitors for 
their Skill, Labour, and Responsibility, in respect of Loans and Sales. 
London: Warertow & Sons (Limited), 60, London-wall; 26, Great 
Winehester-street, E.C.; and 49, Parliament-street, 8.W. 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hoorsr & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hill. 


DVERTIZING.—C. H. MAY & CO.,GENERAL 
ADVERTIZING OFFICES, 

78, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. Established 1846. 

Advertisements received for insertion in all newspapers, &c. 

Estimates for General Advertizing. Special and very favourable 
terms quoted for a series. 

C. H. MAY & CO. also receive advertisements addressed to their 
offices, without extra charge. 


53 PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY COMPANY OF 
NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED. 
Tavstees—Charles Magniac, Esq., 3, Lombard-street, E.C. 

Archibald Orr Ewing, Esq., M.P., of Ballikinrain, N.3. 
Onarzman—Henry R. Grenfell, E:q., 27, Upper Thames-street, E.C. 
Banxezrs—Meesrs. Smith, Payne, & Smiths ; 

The Royal Bank of Scotland. 
The Company RECEIVES MONEY on LOAN, for which it ISSUES 
DEBENTURES bearing interest at 44 per cent. for 3 years, 5 per cent, 
for 5 years, and 54 per cent. for 7 years, payable half-yearly by 














EDE AND SON = 


ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the J: 
ad Corporation of London, &c. meee: Bench 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNs, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSHL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNs, ap 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS, 


TEPHEMNS? 


SCARLET INK For STEEL PENS 


This ink is unaffected by steel pens; it is a most brilliant and per 
manent colour; it can be used upon parchment, and is consequently 
of great value to solicitors and draughtsmen, 

Sold in stone bottles, by all stationers, at 1s,, 2s., 89., and 1%. 64 

ach; and in glass botties at 6d. and 1s. each. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, EC, 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 
Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 
Barer Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s.,@a45 6. per ream. 

Large Cream-Laip Note, 4s. 64., 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

LARGE Bive Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, CREAM oR BivE, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ TempLe’’ ENvgLore, extra secure, 9s, 6d, per 1000, 

FooiscaP OrFiciaL Envexores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PARTRIDGE & eR’s Vettum Wove Cxivs-Hovse Norte, 9s, 64, 
ream, Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthien 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withat 
which none is genuine. 

InpENTURE Sains, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 26¢,per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

— on Fottowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 243, perdosen, 1lis,per 
roll, 

REcoRDs OF MemoORIALs, 8d, each, 78. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books. 


An immense stock in various bin dings. 











2 2 


which are attached to the Bonds. 
Full information and Application-Forms can be obtained at the Office 


of the Company 
J. W. LEONARD, Sec. 


pany. 

46, Lombard-street, London, E.0. 

HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong, 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~ 
Ati er cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 


upon. 
Brits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 
fates axp Precuases effected in British and — securi in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of same r- 


Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 
Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON ard 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


HEX GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

Gireet the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of al) pro forma oetiots, +) and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment file of “ London Gamtie” kept, By apvointment. 


ALKER'S “ORT STAL CASE WATCHES are 
1867. Gold from £16 16s, ieee om he heneee "Gornbil rae 
Kegent-street; 76, Strand, 











MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 


8S TONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 


* Exceedingly useful.””—*‘ Standard,” 
Sold by Stationers everywhere, Illustrated Catalogues post-free from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER ‘& PATENTEE, BANBUBY. 


All Sizes can be seen at 
13, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEICESTER-SQUARE LONDON. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortestaotice 


e 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate us 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
in the form for registration and distribution. 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 
pinics Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Pe RR wi, Agents, &e., 49, Flcet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOOK FOR SOUPS, MADE 
DISHES, AND SAUCES, 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


CAUTION,—Genuine only with the fac-simile of Baron 
iebig’s Signature in Blue lok across Label. 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
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